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INTRODUCTION 

On the 113 rolls of this microfilm publication are reproduced 
the records of Case VI, United States of America v. Carl Krauch 
et al. (I. G. Farben Case), 1 of the 12 trials of war criminals 
conducted by the U.S. Government from 1946 to 1949 at Nuernberg 
subsequent to the International Military Tribunal (IMT) held in 
the same city. These records consist of German- and English- 
language versions of official transcripts of court proceedings, 
prosecution and defense briefs and statements, and defendants' 
final pleas as well as prosecution and defense exhibits and 
document books in one language or the other. Also included are 
minute books, the official court file, order and judgment books, 
clemency petitions, and finding aids to the documents. 

The transcripts of this trial, assembled in 2 sets of 43 
bound volumes (1 set in German and 1 in English), are the re¬ 
corded daily trial proceedings. Prosecution statements and briefs 
are also in both languages but unbound, as are the final pleas 
of the defendants delivered by counsel or defendants and sub¬ 
mitted by the attorneys to the court. Unbound prosecution 
exhibits, numbered 1-2270 and 2300-2354, are essentially those 
documents from various Nuernberg record series, particularly the 
NI (Nuernberg Industrialist) Series, and other sources offered 
in evidence by the prosecution in this case. Defense exhibits, 
also unbound, are predominantly affidavits by various persons. 

They are arranged by name of defendant and thereunder numerically, 
along with two groups of exhibits submitted in. the general interest 
of all defendants. Both prosecution and defense document books 
consist of full or partial translations of exhibits into English. 
Loosely bound in folders, they provide an indication of the order 
in which the exhibits were presented before the tribunal. 

Minute books, in two bound volumes, summarize the transcripts. 
The official c<airt__file, in nine bound volumes, includes the 
progress docket, the indictment, and amended indictment and the 
service thereof; applications for and appointments of defense 
counsel and defense witnesses and prosecution comments thereto; 
defendants' application for documents; motions and reports; uniform 
rules of procedures; and appendixes. The order and judgment 
books, in two bound volumes, represent the signed orders, judg¬ 
ments, and opinions of the tribunal as well as sentences and 
connitment papers. Defendants' clemency petitions, in three bound 
volumes, were directed to the military governor, the Judge Advocate 
General, and the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia. 
The finding aids summarize transcripts, exhibits, and the officiai 
court file. 

Case VI was heard by U.S. Military Tribunal VI from August 14, 
1947, to July 30, 1948. Along with records of other Nuernberg 
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Karl Brandt et al. 
Erhard Milch 

Joeef Altstoetter 
et al. 

Oswald Pohl et al. 
Friedrich Flick 
et al. 

Carl Krauoh et al. 

Vilhelm List et al. 
Ulrich Greifelt 
et al. 

Otto Ohlendorf 
et al. 

Al fried Krupp 
et al. 

Ernst von 
Veiaeaeaker et al. 
Vilhelm van Leeb 
et al. 


Medical Case 
Milch Case 
(Luftwaffe) 
Justice Case 

Pohl Case (SS) 
Flick Case 
(Industrialist) 

I. G. Farben Case 
(Industrialist) 
Hostage Case 
RuSHA Case (SS) 

Einsatzgruppen 
Case (SS) 

Krupp Case 
(Industrialist) 
Ministries Case 

High Command Case 
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and Far East war crimes trials, the records of this case are part 
of the National Archives Collection of World War IT War Crimes 
Records, Record Group 238. 


The I. G. Farben Case was 1 of 12 separate proceedings*held 
before several U.S. Military Tribunals at Nuernberg in the U.S. 
Zone of Occupation in Germany against officials or citizens of 
the Third Reich, as follows: 


Case No. 


United States v. 


No. of 
Defendants 


Authority for the proceedings of the IMT against the major 
Nazi war criminals derived from the Declaration on German . 

Atrocities (Moscow Declaration) released November 1, 1943; 

Executive Order OS'AT^of May 2, 1945; the London Agreement o 
August 8, 1945; the Berlin Protocol of October 6, 1945; and the 
IMT Charter. 

Authority for the 12 subsequent cases stemmed mainly from ✓ 

Control Council Law 10 of December 20, 1945, and was reinforced 
by Executive Order 9679 of January 16, 1946; U.S. Military - 
Government Ordinances 7 and 11 of October 18, 1946, and Feb¬ 
ruary 17, 1947, respectively; and U.S. Forces, European Theater 
General Order 301 of October 24, 1946. Procedures applied by 
U.S. Military Tribunals in the subsequent proceedings were pat¬ 
terned after those of the IMT and further developed in the 12 
cases, which required over 1,200 days of court sessions and 
generated more than 330,000 transcript pages. 
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Fomation of the I. G. Farben Combine was a stage in the 
evolution of the German chemical industry, which for many years 
led the world in the development, production, and marketing of 
organic dyestuffs, pharmaceuticals, and synthetic chemicals. To 
control the excesses of competition, six of the largest chemical 
firms, including the Badische Anilin 6 Soda Fabrik, combined to 
form the Interessengemeinschaft (Combine of Interests, or Trust) 
of the German Dyestuffs Industry in 1904 and agreed to pool 
technological and financial resources and markets. The two re¬ 
maining chemical firms of r^te entered the combine in 1916. In 
1925 the Badische Anilin 6 Soda Fabrik, largest of the firms and 
already the majority shareholder in two of the other seven com¬ 
panies, led in reorganizing the industry to meet the changed 
circumstances of competition in the post-Korld War markets by 
changing its name to the I. G. Farbenindustrie Aktiengesellschaft, 
moving its home office from Ludwigshafen to Frankfurt, and merging 
with the remaining five firms. 


Farben maintained its influence over both the domestic and 
foreign markets for chemical products. In the first instance 
the German explosives industry, dependent on Farben for synthet¬ 
ically produced nitrates, soon became subsidiaries of Farben. Of 
particular interest to the prosecution in this case were the 
various agreements Farben made with American companies for the 
exchange of information and patents and the licensing of chemical 
discoveries for foreign production. Among the trading companies 
organized to facilitate these agreements was the General Anilin 
and Film Corp., which specialized in photographic processes. The 
prosecution charged that Farben used these connections to retard 
the "Arsenal of Democracy" by passing on information received 
to the German Government and providing nothing in return, contrary 
to the spirit and letter of the agreements. 


Farben was governed by an Aufsichtsrat (Supervisory Board of 
Directors) and a Vorstand (Managing Board of Directors). The 
Aufsichtsrat, responsible for the general direction of the fir^, 
was chaired by defendant Krauch from 1940. The Vorstand actually 
controlled the day^to»day business and operations of Farben. 
Defendant Schmitz became chairman of the Vorstand in 1935, and 18 
of the other 22 original defendants were members of the Vorstand 
and its component committees. 


Transcripts of the I. G. Farben Case include the indictment 
of the following 24 persons: 


Otto Ambros: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
Chemical Warfare Committee of the Ministry of Armaments 
and War Production; production chief for Buna and poison 
gas; manager of Auschwitz, Schkopau, Ludwigshafen, Oppau, 
Gendorf, Dyhemfurth, and Falkenhagen plants; and 
Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer. 





Max Brueggemann: Menber and Secretary of the Vorstand of 
Farben; nenber of the legal committee; Deputy Plant Leader 
of the Leverkusen Plant; Deputy Chief of the Sales Combine 
for Pharmaceuticals; and director of the legal, patent, 
and personnel departments of the Works Combine, Lower Rhine. 

Ernst Buergin: Member of the Vorstand of i-'arben; Chief of 
Works Combine, Central Germany; Plant Leader at the Bitter- 
feld and Wolfen-Farben plants; and production chief for 
light metals, dyestuffs, organic intermediates, plastics, 
and nitrogen at these plants. 

Heinrich Buetefisch: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; 
manager of Leuna plants; production chief for gasoline, 
methanol, and chlorine electrolysis production at Auschwitz 
and Moosbierbaum; Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer; member of the 
Himmler Freundeskreis (circle of friends of Himmler); and 
SS Obersturmbannfuehrer (Lieutenant Colonel). 

Walter Duerrfeld: Director and construction manager of the 
Auschwitz plant of Farben, director and construction 
manager of the Monowitz Concentration Camp, and Chief 
Engineer at the Leuna plant. 

Fritz Gajewski: Menber of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben, Chief of Sparte III (Division III) in 
charge of production of photographic materials and arti¬ 
ficial fibers, manager of "Agfa" plants, and Wehrwirtschafts¬ 
fuehrer. 

Heinrich Gattineau: Chief of the Political-Economic Policy 
Department, "WIPO," of Farben's Berlin N.W. 7 office; 
member of Southeast Europe Committee; and director of 
A.G. Dynamit Nobel, Pressburg, Czechoslovakia. 

Paul Haefliger: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; member 
of the Commercial Committee; and Chief, Metals Departments, 
Sales Combine-£or Chemicals. 

Erich von der Heyde: Member of the Political-Economic Policy 
Department of Farben's Berlin N.W. 7 office. Deputy to 
the Chief of Intelligence Agents, SS Hauptsturmfuehrer, 
and member of the WI-RUE-AMT (Military Economics and 
Armaments Office) of the Oberkonmando der Wehrmacht (OKW) 
(High Command of the Armed Forces). 

Heinrich Hoerlein: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben; chief of chemical research and 
development of vaccines, sera, pharmaceuticals, and poison 
gas; and manager of the Elberfeld Plant. 
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Max Ilgner: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
Farben's Berlin N.W. 7 office directing intelligence, 
espionage, and propaganda activities; member of the Com¬ 
mercial Committee; and Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer. 

Friedrich Jaehne: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; chief 
engineer in charge of construction and physical plant 
development; Chairman of the Engineering Committee; and 
Deputy Chief, Works Combine, Main Valley. 

August von Knieriem: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben; Chief Counsel of Farben; and Chairman, 
Legal -^d Patent Coamittees. 

Carl Krauch: Chairman of the Aufsichtsrat of Farben and 
Generalbevollmaechtigter fuer Sonderfragen der Chemischen 
Erzeugung (General Plenipotentiary for Special Questions 
of Chemical Production) on Goering's staff in the Office 
of the 4-Year Plan. -v 

Hans Kuehne: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
the Works Combine, Lower Rhine; Plant Leader at Leverkusen, 
Elberfeld, Uerdingen, and Dormagen plants; production chief 
for inorganics, organic intermediates, dyestuffs, and 
pharmaceuticals at these plants; and Chief of the Inorganics 
Committee. 

Hans Kugler: Member of the Commercial Conanittee of Farben; 
Chief of the Sales Department Dyestuffs for Hungary, 

Rumania, Yugoslavia, Greece, Bulgaria, Turkey, Czechoslo¬ 
vakia, and Austria; and Public Commissar for the Falkcnau 
and Aussig plants in Czechoslovakia. 

Carl Lautenschlaeger: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; 

Chief of Works Combine, Main Valley; Plant Leader at the 
Hoechst, Griesheim, Mainkur, Gersthofen, Offenbach, 

Eystrup, Marburg, and Neuhausen plants; and production 
chief for-nrtrogen, inorganics, organic intermediates, 
solvents and plastics, dyestuffs, and pharmaceuticals at 
these plants. 

Wilhelm Mann: Number of the Vorstand of Farben, member of 
the Commercial Committee, Chief of the Sales Combine for 
Pharmaceuticals, and member of the SA. 

Fritz ter Meer: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben; Chief of the Technical Committee of 
the Vorstand that planned and directed all of Farben's 
production; Chief of Sparte II in charge of production of 
Buna, poison gas, dyestuffs, chemicals, metals, and 
pharmaceuticals; and Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer. 
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Heinrich Oster: Member of the Vorstand of Farben, member 
of the Commercial Committee, and manager of the Nitrogen 
Syndicate. 

Hermann Schmitz: Chairman of the Vorstand of Farben, member 
of the Reichstag, and Director of the Bank of International 
Settlements. 

Christian Schneider: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben; Chief of Sparte I in charge of pro¬ 
duction of nitrogen, gasoline, diesel and lubricating oils, 
methanol, and organic chemicals; Chief of Central Personnel 
Department, directing the treatment of labor at Farben 
plants; Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer; Hauptabwehrbeauftragter 
(Chief of Intelligence Agents); Hauptbetriebsfuehrer (Chief 
of Plant Leaders); and supporting member of the Schutz- 
staffeln (SS) of the NSDAP. 

Georg von Schnitzler: Member of the Central Committee of the 
Vorstand of Farben, Chief of the Commercial Committee of 
the Vorstand that planned and directed Farben's domestic 
and foreign sales and commercial activities, Wehrwirtschafts¬ 
fuehrer (Military Economy Leader), and Hauptsturmfuehrer 
(Captain) in the Sturmabteilungen (SA) of the Nazi Party 
(NSDAP). 

Carl Wiirster: Member of the Vorstand of Farben; Chief of 
the Works Combine, Upper Rhine; Plant Leader at Ludwigs- 
hafen and Oppau plants; production chief for inorganic 
chemicals; and Wehrwirtschaftsfuehrer. 

The prosecution charged these 24 individual staff members 
of the firm with various crimes, including tjje planning of ag¬ 
gressive war through an alliance with the Nazi Party and synchro¬ 
nization of Farben's activities with the military planning of 
the Gcraan High Consnand by participation in the preparation of 
the 4-Year Plaa^-directing German economic mobilization for war, 
and aiding in equipping the Nazi military machines. 1 The defend¬ 
ants also were charged with carrying out espionage and intel¬ 
ligence activities in foreign countries and profiting from these 
activities. They participated in plunder and spoliation of 
Austria, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Norway, France, and the Soviet 
Union as part of a systematic economic exploitation of these 
countries. The prosecution also charged mass murder and the 
enslavement of many thousands of persons particularly in Farben 
plants at the Auschwitz and Monowitz concentration camps and the 
use of poison gas manufactured by the firm in the extermination 


The trial of defendant Brueggemann was discontinued early 
during the proceedings because he was unable to stand trial on 
account of ill health. 
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of nillions of men, women, and children. Medical experiments were 
conducted by Farben on enslaved persons without their consent to 
test the effects of deadly gases, vaccines, and related products. 
The defendants were charged, furthermore, with a common plan and 
conspiracy to coraiit crimes against the peace, war crimes, and 
crimes against humanity. Three defendants were accused of member¬ 
ship in a criminal organization, the SS. All of these charges 
were set forth in an indictment consisting of five counts. 

The defense objected to the charges by claiming that regula¬ 
tions were so stringent and far reaching in Nazi Germany that 
private individuals had to cooperate or face punishment, including 
death. The defense claimed further that many of the individual 
documents produced by the prosecution were originally intended as 
"window dressing" or "howling with the wolves" in order to avoid 
such punishment. 

. The tribunal agreed with the defense in its judgment that none 
of the defendants were guilty of Count I, planning, preparation, 
initiation, and waging wars of-aggression; or^Count V, common 
plans and conspiracy to commit crimes against the peace and 
humanity and war crimes. 

The tribunal also dismissed particulars of Count II concerning 
plunder and exploitation against Austria and Czechoslovakia. Eight 
defendants (Schmitz, von Schnitzler, ter Meer, Buergin, Haefliger, 
Ilgner, Oster, and Kugler) were found guilty on the remainder of 
Count II, while IS were acquitted. On Count III (slavery and mass 
murder), Ambros, Buetefisch, Duerrfeld, Krauch, and ter Meer were 
judged guilty. Schneider, Buetefisch, and von der Heyde also 
were charged with Count IV, membership in a criminal organization, 
but were acquitted. 

The tribunal acquitted Gajewski, Gattineau, von der Heyde, 
Hoerlein, von Knieriem, Kuehne, Lautenschlaeger, Mann, Schneider, 
and Wurster. The remaining 13 defendants were given prison terms 
as follows: 

Name Length of Prison Term (years) 

Ambros 
Buergin 

Buetefisch 
Duerrfeld 
Haefliger 
Ilgner 
Jaehne 
Krauch 
Kugler 
Oster 
- Schmitz 
von Schnitzler 
ter Meer 


8 

2 

6 

8 . 

2 

3 

1 1/2 
6 

1 1/2 
2 

4 

5 
7 






All defendants were credited with tine already spent in 
custody. 

In addition to the indictments, judgments, and sentences, the 
transcripts also contain the arraignment and plea of each defendant 
(all pleaded not guilty) and opening statements of both defense 
and prosecution. 

The English-language transcript volumes are arranged numer¬ 
ically, 1-43, and the pagination is continuous, 1-15834 (page 4710 - 
is followed by pages 4710(1)-4710(285)). The German-language 
transcript volumes are numbered la-43a and paginated 1-16224 (14a 
and 15a are in one volume). The letters at the top of each page 
indicate morning, afternoon, or evening sessions. The letter "C" 
designates commission hearings (to save court time and to avoid 
assembling hundreds of witnesses at Nuernberg, in most of the 
cases one or more connissions took testimony and received doc¬ 
umentary evidence for consideration by the tribunals). Two com¬ 
mission hearings are included in the transcripts: that for 
February 7, 1948, is on pages 6957-6979 of volume 20 in the 
English-language transcript, while that for May 7, 1948, is on 
pages 14775a-14776 of volume 40a in the German-language transcript. 
In addition, the prosecution made one motion of its own and, with 
the defense, six joint motions to correct the English-language 
transcripts. Lists of the types of errors, their location, and 
the prescribed corrections are in several volumes of the tran¬ 
scripts as follows: 

First Motion of the Prosecution, volume 1 

First Joint Motion, volume 3 

Second Joint Motion, volume 14 

Third Joint Motion, volume 24- 

Fourth Joint Motion, volume 29 

Fifth Joint Motion, volume 34 

Sixth Joint Motion, volume 40 

The prosecution offered 2,325 prosecution exhibits numbered 
1-2270 and 2300-23S4-^Missing numbers were not assigned due to 
the difficulties of introducing exhibits before the commission 
and the tribunal simultaneously. Exhibits 1835-1838 were loaned 
to an agency of the Department of Justice for use in a separate 
matter, and apparently No. 1835 was never returned. Exhibits 
drew on a variety of sources, such as reports and directives as 
well as affidavits and interrogations of various individuals. 

Maps and photographs depicting events and places mentioned in 
the exhibits are among the prosecution resources, as are pub¬ 
lications, correspondence, and many other types of records. 

The first item in the arrangement of prosecution exhibits is 
usually a certificate giving the document number, a short descrip¬ 
tion of the exhibits, and a statement or. the location of the 
original document or copy of the exhibit. The certificate is 
followed by the actual prosecution exhibit (most are photostats, 
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but a few are mimeographed articles with an occasional carbon of 
the original). The few original documents are often affidavits 
of witnesses or defendants, but also ledgers and correspondence, 
such as: 


Exhibit No. 

Doc. No. 

Exhibit No. 

Doc. No. 

322 

NI 5140 

1558 

NI 11411 

918 

NI 6647 

1691 

NI 12511 

.1294 

NI 14434 

1833 

NI 12789 

1422 

NI 11086 

1886 

NI 14228 

1480 

NI 11092 

2313 

NI 13566 

1811 

NI 11144 




In rare cases an exhibit is followed by a translation; in 
others there is no certificate. Several of the exhibits are of 
poor legibility and a few pages are illegible. 

Other than affidavits, the defense exhibits consist of news¬ 
paper clippings, reports, personnel records, Reichgesetzblatt 
excerpts, photographs, and other items. The 4,257 exhibits for 
the 23 defendants are arranged by name of defendant and thereunder 
by exhibit number. Individual exhibits are preceded by a certif¬ 
icate wherever available. Two sets of exhibits for all the 
defendants are included. 

Translations in each of the prosecution document books are 
preceded by an index listing document numbers, biased descriptions, 
and page numbers of each translation. These indexes often indi¬ 
cate the order in which the prosecution exhibits were presented 
in court. Defense document books are similarly arranged. Each 
book is preceded by an index giving document number, description, 
and page number for every exhibit. Corresponding exhibit numbers 
generally are not provided. There are several unindexed supple¬ 
ments to numbered document books. Defense statements, briefs, 
pleas, and prosecution briefs' are arranged alphabetically by de¬ 
fendant's surname. Pagination is consecutive, yet there are 
many pages where'Sh~**a u - or "b" is added to the numeral. 

At the beginning of roll 1 key documents are filmed from, 
which Tribunal VI derived its jurisdiction: the Moscow Declara¬ 
tion, U.S. Executive Orders 9547 and 9679, the London Agreement, 
the Berlin Protocol, the IKT Charter, Control Council Law 10, 

U.S. Military Government Ordinances 7 and 11, and U.S. Forces, 
European Theater General Order 301. Following these documents 
of authorization is a list of the names and functions of members 
of the tribunal and counsels. These are followed by the tran¬ 
script covers giving such information as name and number of case, 
volume numbers, language, page numbers, and inclusive dates. They 
are followed by the minute book, consisting of summaries of the 
daily proceedings, thus providing an additional finding aid for 
the transcripts. Exhibits are listed in an index that notes the 
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type, number, and name of exhibit; corresponding document book, 
number, and page; a short description of the exhibit; and the 
date when it was offered in court. The official court file is 
summarized by the progress docket, which is preceded by a list of 
witnesses. 

Not filmed were records dupliq^ted elsewhere in this micro¬ 
film publication, such as prosecution and defense document books 
in the German language that are largely duplications of the 
English-language document books. 

The records of the I. G. Farben Case are closely related to 
other microfilmed records in Record Group 238, specifically pros¬ 
ecution exhibits submitted to the IMT, T988; N1 (Nuernberg In¬ 
dustrialist) Series, T301; NM (Nuernberg Miscellaneous) Series, 
M-936; N01CW (Nuernberg Armed Forces High Command) Series, Til 19; 

NG (Nuernberg Government) Series, T1139; NP (Lemberg Propaganda) 
Series, M942; WA (undetermined) Series, M946; and records of the 
Brandt case, M887; the Milch Case, M888; the Altstoetter case, 
M889; the Pohl Case, M890; the Flick Case, M891; the List case, 
M893; the Greifelt case, M894; and the Ohlendorf case, M89S. In 
addition, the record of the IMT at Nuernberg has been published 
in the 42-volume Trial of the Major War Criminals Before the 
International Military Tribunal (Nuernberg, 1947). Excerpts from 
the subsequent proceedings have been published in 15 volumes as 
Triale of War Criminals Before the Nuernberg Military Tribunal 
Under Control Council Lau No. 10 (Washington). The Audiovisual 
Archives Division of the National Archives and Records Service 
has custody of motion pictures and photographs of all 13 trials 
and sound recordings of the IMT proceedings. 

Martin K. Williams arranged the records and, in collabora¬ 
tion with John Mendelsohn, wrote this introduction. 
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OFFICIAL RECORD 


UNITED STATES MILITARY TRIBUNALS 

NURNBERG 


CASE No. 6 TRIBUNAL Vl 
U.S. vs CARL KRAUCH et d 
VOLUME 35 


TRANSCRIPTS 

(English) 


26-28 April 1948 >. pp. 12371-12777 





26 ApiU-t-Ilr-l-l-Pr 
Court VI Case VI 


Official Transcript of the American Military Tribunal 
in the matter of the United States of Aoerica against 
C a rl K r auch, ct al, defcnlai*a, • sitting at Nuerrberg, 

Germany, on 26 April 1948, 0900, Justice Shake presiding, 

THE MARSHAL: The Honorable, the Judges of Military Tribunal VI. 

Military Tribunal VI is now in session. God save tho United States 

of America and this honorable Tribunal. There will be order in thB court. 


THE FRBSIDE2.T: H aV e you a report, Mr. Marshal? 

THE MARSHAL: May it please your Honors, all the defendants are 

pro sent except the defendant Haefliger, absent due to illnoss, and 

_ • 

defendant Schneider, excused. 

THE PRESIDENT: T he Tribunal will first dispose of tho cotters 

pertaining to the exhibits of the dofondant Gattinoeu, tendored by his 

0 • 

counsel. Dr. Aschenauer, and found in Gattineau Books VI-a and VI-b, With 

respect to the documents in Book Vl-a, the Tribuml sustains the objection 

• • 

of tho Prosecution to the introduction into evidence of Docuacnt 300 

• ' • 

markod-'Exhibit 133; Docuaont 301, marked ^chibit 134; and Documont 302 , 
marked Exhibit 135. 

Tho Tribunal overrules tho objection of tho Prosecution with 
r«8poct to Gattineau 303, marked E*Mbit 136 and that documont is adnittod 
in ovidorco. 

The "idbural also sustains tho objoction of tho Prosecution to 

• • 

tho documents marked as Exhibits 137 to 145, both inclusive, and those 

^ • 

documents will not be admitted in ovidonce. 

The Trfbmal ovorrulos tho etojection of tho p rosecution to the 
submission of the Document 313, marked Exhibit 146 and that <tocumont is 
admitted in evidence; and, fin^lJ^Vit^^^pect to Book VI-a, tho Tribunal 

nt 314, narked as 


sustains the objoction of 


that the Tribuml has 




26 April-^-II^-l-2-Prineau (Znt, Racier) 

Court VI Cage VI 

marked Exhibit I 46 , Those two (tocuacnts are in eviderce, 

0 

-*fow with respect to the docuntnta contained in Gattinaau Book Vl-b, 
the Tribunal sustains separately and severally the objection of the 
Prosecution to the offer in evidence of all of the ebeusents contained 

in that, book. To be sore specific, the Tribunal sustains the objection 

• 

to the documents marked as exhibits free 148 to 184, both inclusive. 

Those <bcuaents will not be intro diced in evidence. 

Just a moment — I am told that I ocittod reference to Documnt 
314 narked as Exhibit 147, found in Book Vl-a. If I did do that it was 
an oversight. That ebeuaert, will not be aefaitted in evidence, the 
objection of tho Prosocution being sustained. 

That, gentianen, disposes of tho cattor with respect to tho 
intro diction in ovidence of the books contained in dofendant Gattinoau'a 
Books VI-e and VI-b. 

In tho same connection the "prosecution" is ready to say, arxi now 
rules, that tho notion of tho defendant Gattinoau datod 17 of Docaabor 
1947, tho DotionjtfJbs defendant Gattinoau datod 6 April 1948, and 
likewise -the notion of the dofendant C a ttineau dated 7 January I 948 aro 
each and all now deniod by tho "prosocution" - by tho Tribunal. 

That, we think, cti^ose of tho ponding motions dovoted to this 
phaso of tho caso that was urged by Dr. A 8 chcnauer in behalf of his cliont 
If there is any doubt in the minds of counsel as to tho effoct of thoso 
rulings or what is aabraced in thee, den't hesitate to ask us about it 
because we »d* our position to bo cl oar so that there be no future 
confusion on this subject. 

Counsel nay continue with the case of tho defense. 

Oh, just a noaent. . 

kR. SPRECHEH: Ur. President, I precised you a brief report with 
respect to a plan of cccplianco with your ruling of last Thursday 
concerning fUmishing copies of Prosecution docunerfcs to the Dofenao 


counsel. 


mE PRSSma/T: v er7 wall; we will hear you at this time 
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UR. WRECKER: Mr. President, unless you direct me to the cortrary, 

1 shall assuoa that this plan is satisfactory, However, we will bo glad 
to make whatever adjustments are noccssary to make things more convenient 
. for the Defense. 

THE FHESIDarr: Well, of course the Tribunal does, not kr»w what 
your plan embraces but counsel for the Defons® are pretty well 
represented here this morning art! 1 tako it thoy will follow you and if 
there is any ot> Jection or uncertainty about the oattor thoy will 
probably assort thmsolvos. Co ahead. 

MR. SPRECHERt Under the direction of Mr. John Boll, a group 
of analysts havo gone through the first 5,000 documents which aro marked 
in tho so-called HI series which contains, so far as 1 know, all tho 

• t • • 

Raiments which might originate from P a rben filos. With recoct to 
the first 5,<W) thoy have segregated out in little booklets for oach 
thousand sorios all tho SEA's; that is, tho staff ovidonco analysis 
concoming thoso (bcuaonts originating in Parben files. Thoy havo thon 
cut off the bottom tho pa go which has tho confidential analysis of 
the Prosocution on it and tho rest of the fecuaonts are being placed 
in Roan 143 in tho hands of Mr. Fred Nieborgall, the chief of tho 
Document Control Branch, Evidonco Division. Counsel may see Mr. Nieborgall 
in order to work out stops from there on. T he Farben team has nothing 
to say beyond that point. 

THE PRESDBrc: Perhaps, you should wipplaaort that to say what 
yair plana are with respect to tho otbor docuomts. 

MR. SPHECHER: Tes, I expect that within this week wo will work 

• 0 

up into the 10,000 sorios — I tfan't know how far.but, in any ovent, 
we will keep delivering littlo booklets like this each tjmo wo cover 
a thousand documents and that will be several thousands a day. 

THE HtESIDB/T: Where will these books be deposited, may 1 ask 

counsel? 

MR. SPHECHER: In ffecc 143 with M r . Niebergall who will then in 
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sane way cake txfch then and any dacuaents which counsel wants available 


THE F&ESEDQfT: Now, is there aqy ttiou^it, on the part of counsel 
for the Defense that insofar aa this goes I mean with rospcct to 

tho first 5,C00 so-called Par ben dscunmta'in tho Document Center — 

■ 

this is not a good faith caaplianeo on the part of Prosecution with tho 

• * 4 

order heretofore cade? 


Then you will understand that those documents are available to 


you and you may havo such use of then aa you see fit and, if we take 
it fran .what tho Prosecution has said, tho othor <bcuoanta will very 

p • 

speedily bo made available 0.1 tho sano toms. 

Thank you, Ur. Prosecutor. 


DR. DIX: Dr. Bix, Ibr the entire Defense. At first, 1 am voiy 

grateful to M r. Sprochor and tho enfciro Prosocution for tho speody 

# • 

compliance with the ordor by tho Tribum} • 

I must stato frarkly that 1 am not intelligent enough to ovoraoo 
at that point »*iotl»r^tho D 0 fcnae has noro doairos with respect to tho 
program Just outlined by tho Prosecution. p rlma facie, 1 personally, 
don't a«o any objections but perhaps I may roserve tho right to say 

» T 

. • % 

something olse aa soon as I see Ur. Sprocher's statement in tho transcript, 

I shall at first diary.s this matter »dth my oolloaguos. 

THE FHESIDENT: Wo tako it, then,. D r . Di*, that as far aa you ore ' 

presently advised and without waiving ycur rights or the rights of your 

associates that you have no objection to this progress, that yen do 

reserve tho right to reaurvey the situation and present whatovor you 

think proper later. The T r ibunal trusts that you will not overindulge 

yourself in trying to find sece objection to this practice because we had 

hoped that this would solve tho problem but if you have anything further 
* • 

to say about it we will hear you la tor. 

/. ' * 

DR. DIX: You understood ce correctly, ycur Honor, and I am really 

, * 

a lazy person at heart; therefore, the Tribunal may rost-assured'-that I sht 
oako no exaggerated requests. 
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• r* $ S 

T=i PP-1SIHSTT: Tory vo}l, Dr. Dix. Sow, if thoro are no further 
announcements, wo will persit .Dr. J olte to continue with roapoct to hio 
proacntati >n“ in behalf of tho dofendant Eoorloin. 

I®». 30SPATT (Ounsol for Dr, Ilgnor); I aak that tho dofondant 
Dr, Ilgner be excused tosorrow aorning oo that ho nay preparo hia defonec. 

THE PHZSIICTj V or y well, that roquest la grantod. Tou nay continue 
thon, Dr, Helto., 

D8. -fSLTE: (Counsel for dofondant Hoerloin): lour Honor a, in 
our last sossion I overload that on pago 10 of tho lndox of Book VI 
thoro aro a msaber of those d-'cmonts which could not bo subaittod and 
idontifiod. Thoroforo, X aa now stating for tho rocord that tho documont, 
Heorlein 139, tho affidavit of **rofos*or Vcoso, will rocoivo oxhlblt 
nuabor 133. D.cuaont Hocrloin Bo. 145, affidavit of Biots, will bocome 
Exhibit 134. Docuacnt Hoorlcin 141, affidavit of Dr. 3aungnrton, will 
bocono Exhibit 136. Ifccuaont Hoorlcin 146, tho affidavit of Dlroctor 
Zahn, will bocono Exhi'lt 137. 

Tour Honors, after tho 5th of April I rocoivod a nuabor of oimllar 
docunents, altogcthor thoy aro fivo. Vhon X subnittod thoso docunuito to 
tho Dofonso Contor with tho request to havo thco translated and niaoo- 
graphod, I was told that this would only bo poosiblo aftor tho Tribunal 
had approvod that proooduro. For that r on son X nado an application to tho 
Tribunal on tho 18th of April subaitting tho Goraan d 'cue onto to thon and 
asking than to approve then, tho n in oo graphing and translation. 

MB. SPBECHZB; Mr. Prosidont, X think wo will bo ablo to savo somo 
tino and as woll soao procosslng horo. If Dr. Nolto statos that tho 
fivo other naacd gontlocon havo given tho saao affidavit in tho sane worde 
as tho other affidavits, I as certain that tho Pr^socution will stij-ulato 
to that offect and with that basis wo will bo able to follow along in 
thie trial, it socna to so, quite as well if we havo fivo Doro additional 
affidavits to tho saso gon^ral offoct as thoso to which you havo just re- 
forrod. If you aro satisfied with that stipulation and will ooroly road 
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into the record the names of the affiants or the persona to whoa your 
affidavits apply^ wa will understand froo what the Prosecution has said 

that it concedes that those persona havj made substantially the sane statej 

/ 

ments as the other and this will dispense with any further necessity of 
taking tiae. 

DR. NELTE: Tour Honor, I only give the names, of the affiants 
for the raeord. These are: Dr. Richard Paulaann, Director Josef *chmits. 
Dr. Curt Duisbo-g, Dr. Josef Grobel end George Thessmar. 

This brings bc to the end of the submission of documents in the 
case of Professor Hoerlein. To round it up, however, I must make a state¬ 
ment with r-spect to Dr. *arl Koenig's affidavit? this is Hoerlein Document 
Nl-79, Exhibit 71# T his document was received into evidenee by the Tri¬ 
bunal. However, the Tribunal objected to certain parts of this affidavit. 
Tour Honors et that tiae suggested I should by immediate contract obtain a 
substitute affidavit which would conform to the rules of a proper affidavit. 
I did so and Dr. Koenig has promised to give me on affidavit which will 
co mplyj rtth the Tribunal's request. I am daily awaiting tho receipt of this 
affidavit and I only ask you to permit me to offer this affidavit which is, 
as far as its cm tints are concerned, In full accordance with Hoerlein 
Document }f X -T9 t E xhibit 71 as soon as it arrivae. As agreed upon, I shall 

• e 

give it to the Tribunal first. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well; we will kaap that matter open and if, , 

before the closa of the case, you obtain the proper evidence of the docu¬ 
ment, wa will admit it in evidence, if you call it to our attention, Dr. 
Kelts. 

• s 

DR. NELTE: This still does not conclude the case on behalf of 
Hoerlein inasfsr as ny motion with respect to Document HI-13590, Prose¬ 
cution exhibit 1666, is still pending before you subject to your decision. 
This is the known report of Dr. Neumann and particularly paga 6 of that 
document. I should be very grateful to the Tribunal if it would make a 
ruling with rasp3ct to this matter before Professor Hoerleinhas to be 
given leave of absence, I am only making this request because, in case 
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ay motion Fill ba daniad by the Tribunal, I would have to reserve the right^ 

M 

to offer further evidence for the fact that page 6 of the Neumann report .• 
under no circumstances was attached to the actual Neumann report and never 
was sent off togsther with the original report, 

THE PRESIDENT: Counsel, the Tribunal is well aware of the fact 
that that notion is pending. If it had been the only pending motion we 
probably would have passed upon it but we are laboring under a pretty heavy 
load of pending motions and, unfortunately, the time we have had available 
to consider those subjects has been somewhat limited. I my say to you that 
we are going to be in session pretty late yet tonightj we have a night 
session. *e will undertake to shift that motion to the top of the pending 

t 

pile and g.t your decision on it Just as quickly as we can but we under¬ 
stand the situation with respect to your client and Just as soon as we can 
get through it we will pass on it. 

DR. NELTE: Thank you vrry much, your Honor. Tour Honor, I should 
now like to ask that the defendant Professor HosrlcLn be permitted to takq 
part in the session before the Coeaission. They are starting at ten 
o'clock, 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Nelte, let me anticipate what you say about 
that by observing that we have a request — or, rather, a notice, from the 
Commission a- to the aff act that '■•I has a Coanissloner’s hearing scheduled 
at ten otclock this forenoon in which the def ndmt Hoerlein a:y be 
interest id; and at eleven-thirty today a hearing in which the defendants 
Buatefiach and Duerrfeld my hav* some interest, Without any further 
ordr, if the counsel for those defendants will indicate to the Marshal 
that they wish to have their clients appear at those hearings, they may 
leave the courtroom and go to the CoMdssicmjr's hearing at the appropriate 
tine. 

e e • 

DR. NELTE: In the cas3 of Hoarlein, ther* is only the submission 

• • 

of the rebuttal documents before the Tribunal. T hat is to be dona this 
aft=raoon at one-thirty in accordance with an agreement with Messrs. Uinskof; 
and von Halle and this would conclude completely the case on behalf of 
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Hoerlein. 

SPEECHES: I only want to say that I am not advised of this 

arrangement. It may be perfectly good but I don't want by ny acquiescence 
to indicate agreement because I Just don't know about this arrangement* 

THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal is in the saaa situation* T7e knew 
nothing ab ut the arrangsent but if anything can be worked out between counsel 
that does not disturb the program and will expedite the presentation of 
documents, th* Tribunal will be cooperative .We will take it up at the proper 
time and see whet develops. 

Now, gentlemen, what is the next part of the program? 

Dr. Siamers? 

ER. SIDiEHSi (Counsel for defendant von S C hnitxlerj: May it please 
the Tribunal, I should like to start the submission of the documents books on 
behalf of cy client. Dr. von Schnitsler. These are documents books 1 to 5f 
I majrvremind the TribuuO. that a time chart has been submitted to the 
Tribunal which provided the submissions of ovidenco on behalf of ray client 
for th^jjaorning. I am not sure, howevir, whether the Tribunal ho3 tho 
necessary documint books available. I think that they hav, arrived at this 
moment and I shall wait until you hare them in your possession. 
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THE PRESIDENTi Jfey I ask you. Dr. Siaaars, how many books yet 
do you have to present? 

DR, SIQFRSt I have altogether nine document books. 

THE PRESIDENT: I am quite certain, without b,ing able to give 

4 * 

you the number or the designation of the books that have been delivered, 
that we do not have all of the ^nglis editions of your document books. 

Vie would much prefer, as we ore advised thasa books will soon ba available, 
to take up some othar phase of the case and s»t you aside temporarily, 

Dr. Siemars, until wa know and have the assurance that we will not be 

. • _ * • 

delayed by the lack of your books. If you cculd step aside thifl morning 
and let soma one of your associates take up another natter, we will survey 
tha book situation at the morning recess and than be able, peihaps, to work 
out'some thing that will be dependable so far as being eble to go along is 
concerned# Is that agreeable with you? 

DR. SIFlfUSi Tour Honor, the matter is as follows. The nine docu¬ 
ment books ware submitted by me ell at the seme time, cbout over a 
month ago. I e tat id that now I shall only submit Document Books 1 to 
5 and not y*t tha Document Book 6 to 9. Consequently, the mimeographing 
department probably hes only completed the Document Book 1 to 5 * for tho uso 
of tho Tribunal and tho Prosecution. It seems to me that these fiva 
document books are available now, 

I nay explain to you why I made that division — 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a minute. Doctor. 1 am quite positive — 
and I am so advised by my associates — that we dd not have your document 
books 1 to 5 yet. 

DR. SIEHERS: Tha Secretary General tells me just now that the 
books 1 and 5 ara available. The purpose why I shall only submit five books 
for the nomant is that the first two books eoncern aggressive war, Count 
1 of tha indictment; the document bocks 3 to 5 concern tha case of 
Francolor. In order to facilitate'the Tribunal^ picture, we have 


anticipated that Dr. Bsrndt will then hear Dr. Ter “eer with respect to 
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Franco lor. I would be grateful for bang allowad to do that today. 

JUDGE HERBTfTi Pardon me, Dr. Sieajrs* Perhaps I could save song 
tine by making a brief statement. Aft*r the conclusion Of the afternoon 
session on Friday the Tribunal was presented with a schedule whioh Had 
been prepared by Defense counsel at its nesting on Thrusday. The Tribunal 
had the opportunity to consider that schedule cm Friday evening for the 
first time, and I oust say that on account of the unavailability of the 
documents we feel that those suggestions cannot be adopted in all of their 
details. The intervening weekend aide it inpossible for the Tribunal to disr* 
cuss thesj natters with counsel. 

I think I can corrsctly state the view of tha Tribunal, though, that 
it is our prefirence to prooeed with the conpljtinn of the cases of the 
dofendants froa whoa w* have he^rd no evidence, nanaly, the cases of the 
defendants von der H ayda and Kuglir. Following that, we would like to have 
the conplition and the pr:sjntation of all of your evidence on bihalf of tho 
defendant von Schnitsler. We would then like to have Dr. Bamdt produce 
thi_b(.lance of the evidence on bdiclf of the defendant ter Maer. And 
thereafter, to the extent that it is possible in keeping with the avail¬ 
ability of documents and as Judge Stake has indicated, we propose to survey 
that situation at the t in-thirty recess this morning. Wo would like to foliar 
in the main the sjquenca which you have indicat id, which Defense Counsel 
have indicat id, in their schedule, if that is possible in keeping with the 
availability of tha documents. 

I think that eorr?ctly states the situatioi as of the mcaent, and 
it is ngr personal view that it would facilitate matt>rs if we immediately 
started with Dr. Hoffmann's presentation. 

DR. SIEUFRS: Tour Honor, personally, it is all the same to 

I •• 

me, and I shall be in agreement with every discussion* I don't mind whether- 
I submit ny documents today or some other day. Let me only point out 
this; I should like to prevent any complication arising from the fact that 
I don't submit the dosicents today.. I said that I was prepared to address 

12380 


-3 - 1 '" r - ,amur ' 


the Tribunal today because Drs. Hoffnann ani Bemdt asked ne to do that. 

That was, and still is, the reason i*y I tried to start now. From a 
technical point of view I eight state that tha translation and mimeographing 
branches, since early last weak, were inf oread that ay documents books wara 
to be subaitted on Monday. That is tha r^as-'n why I am surprised that you 
didn't have then at your disposal. I asked that they be submitted until 
Friday so ttat Mr. Sprecher has them in his possession at the right time. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, gentleman. There is no use consuming 
too much time about this. L*t the Tribunal ascertain now from Dr. Hoffman 
if he is r jc4y now to proceed with the presentation of the case of the 
defendant von dir H,yde. 

DR. HOFFMANN: Yes, Tour Honor. I must state at the same time 
that Dr. Bemdt asked me to wait. 

THE PRESIDENT: Veil, g»ntlaaan, there is not much to concern 
ourselves about this ord.r further than to try to keep the procedure 
in seme orderly process and to not lose time. Under the circumstances, 
the Tribunal will assume the responsibility of setting Dr. Siemeral 
plantation tasfxirarily: side and will hear Dr. Hoffmann preset the case oi 
the defendant von d*r Heyde, end "sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof." And you say proceed gentlemen. 

DR. SIEMFRS: Your Jfcnor, one more request. Because of tha fact 
that there is a change now, a certain complication may a rise because of 
the fact that I am also participating in the Krupp trial. I told the people 
of the Krupp trial that I must be prisent in the Farben trial today and 
tomorrow. The Krupp tribunal has made its disposition accordingly, and 
Wednesday and Thursday I must be in that court. Now, Friday and everyday 
thereafter I shflll again be available for this Tribunal, but I think that 
we will well be able to arrange that according to Mr. Hebert's plan. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very wall. The Tribunal Just feels that way. 


that it is not good procedure to start receiving documents until we have 
the documents through the processing, and see atimas we do not get than 
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when they are premised. When wa hive than, we know how to proceed. Under 
the circumstances, wa will try to taka c«ra of your conflict of interests 
as bast wa can. Dr, Sianers. We understand your responsibility in 
the othsr tribunal, and the Tribunal will now permit Dr. Hoffmann to 
proceed. 
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UR. SP^CrTT.i Kell, Ur. President, the Prosecution just has 
cne thin*, to lay be fora Your Honors, Over tho week-end we had at least 
three different representations frea three Defense counsel claiming tu 
speak on behalf of tho entire Defense. How, with the staff of at present 
six lawyers, we have s'xae difficulty in making our disposition, parti¬ 
cularly since there are such things as a coendssion hearing in Switzerland. 
Now, I would liko to hare ihe Tribunal set sane kind of a schedule—And 
we did think ro knew of sveh a schedule—and than have sooo adhertneo 
to it, rather than having Dr. Sioners make all kinds of proposals, which • 

I am sure tho document branch and no one else understands bocauao I 
didn't unrttrstand that. 

TKF PPESILJJ^Tj Well, gentlemen, the time is going on ... that 
clock is ticking. Tho Tribunal has twico indicated now that wer-aro 
ready to hecr Dr. Hofffcann. Wo appreciate ycurefforts to present your 
cases at cno tine, but unfortunately wo can only hear ono at a time, 
and that ia the orJcr of buslnosa. And counaol may now prococd without 
-any-further delay. 

Dfc. ROFFIiaNWs Your Honor, with tho remission of tho Tribunal- 

THE FPFSIDEHT: Is Dr. Bcmdt tryins to say scocthing thoro? 

DR. *ERHD? (Counsol for defendant Ter Mocr): I may state there¬ 
fore that I will start ay examination of ths defendant tor Mcer after 
the canplcticn of the Xuglor case. 

THa P*TSTDFf/T: That is perfectly agreoablo to us. Dr. Bomclt. 

That is agreeable., 

DR. PERNDT: Furthermore, let me state that before Dr. Ter 
Ueer's examination the Berks 3, li and 5 will already be submitted by 
Dr. Sieocrs. 

7HC PRF«SIiaiT: Then you cannot start right after Kuglcri You 
had better have a little talk with Judge Hebert in chambers at recess 
about that feature. We can save the time now. And it is rather hard, 
gentlemen, to work out the intricate details of this program at this 
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la to ata^c here in open court. See Judgo Hebert at recess, Dr. Bemdt* 

You nay continue Dr, Hoffnann. 

DP.. HCFFJANH: Your Honor, would y>u ask that tho defendant von 
der Heyde take tho witness stand? 

W PRESIDENT: Dr. von der Heyde nay take tho Witness stand. 

( DR. ERICH VOH DER HEYIE , a witness took the stand and testified 
as follows:) 

1W PRESIDENT: Will you raiao ycur'ri'rht hand, say r I", anl state 
your name r.fer tho record? . 

tflTrlCSF: I, Erich von der Heyde. 

Ttt I-RFSILEHTi And now ploaso repeat after ne tho oath: ... 
swear by Ooi, the Alnljhty and Ooniscient that I will speak tho pure truth 

and that I will withhold and add nothing. (Tne witness repeated the oath.) 

• / 

You nay be seated. 

DIRECT EXfcMHfcTION 

. - ERICH VOH ESR HEYDE 

BY DR, HCrVAlDI: 

Q kr. vondor rt oydo, would you plenau describe to the Tribunal 
what ycur profcssirnal training war? 

A In tho yoars after tho First World War I studied agriculture 
at tho Tochnical University of Munich. After having worked in agriCulturo 
practically for a year and a half I finished ay diplana examination in 
1923 and received the degree of a Diplcoaa Agricultural Expert. In 
192h I nade cy doctorate at the Technical University of Munich. 

0 

W Rhat was your activities after you finished your studios? 

A After the 6nd of ny studies I took a position in Munich with 
tho Munich Hail Insurance Ccepany as ah agricultural, export and investi¬ 
gator. Sinco, however, this was not a permanent position, I applied 

* t / 

at the sene tine f«r a Job at sany other places; among others, I applied 
to tho Agricultural Department of the 1.0. Fajbonindustrio. 

On the basis of cy examination certificate I got a position with 
Farben in 192b in their Agricultural Department of Ludwigshafcn with Dr. 
Stroebolo. 
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Q Another question, Ur. von der Baydo. What does Farbon havo 
to do-.'with agriculture? 

A Far ben produced agricultural fertiliser for agricultural 
purposes. Tho agricultural Departoent at Ludwigshafon conaituted a special 
departaent in that field. It had the task, on the one hand, of advising 
the farnors in tho application of tho fertilizers of Farben, and in 
tho same way it had to tost the efficacy of tho fertilizers producod 
by Farben. tfoder the circu,stances it had to raako suggestions for tho 
production of certain fertilizers for agriculture which had to bo produ¬ 
ced at Oypau. 

Q If I understood you correctly, that w-s the entire activity 
which you had in ludwigshafen with respect to the Agricultural Depart¬ 
ment? 


vi "flat actually was your poreonal activity in that field? 

A Tho Agricultural Dopartoent of Udwigshafon consisted of the 
actual departoont at Ludwigshafon, and in addition thoro was the 
agricultural oxpsrircntal station where scientific fertilizers oxporl- • 
nents wore being carried cut. This was done on a fara where the nitro¬ 
gen fertilizers were actually practically tested. There were a number 
of advisory agoncies distributed throuhout the Reich which maintained 
direct contact with agriculture. Personally, I entered tho Ludwigshafen 
Central Department, the Agriculture Departoent. The Agriculture Depart¬ 
ment consisted of various experts fields. It was divided into ten 
exports fields, each one of which was headed by one expert. 
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These expert fiolds, for Instance, was the execution of fertilizer tests, 
the drawing up cf advortisenents for agriculture, and also the press 
work connocto.1 therewith. 

(i Would you please tell the Tribunal what expert field you had 
to deal with in that department? 

A After cy training I had to deal with press natters. That 
is to say, on the one hand to observe the agricultural technical press 
with respect to publications pertaining to nitrogen fertilizers and 
the exploitation of such publications for the advertising literature of 
Farben. On the other hand, I had to draw up agricultural technical 
articles with respect to fertilizers nitrogen. 

Q And did you r«aain in that activity throughout the entiro 
tine, or dll you gradually entor into a larger field of work? 

a Uy work with respect to the agricultural press in questions 
of nitrogen fertilizers lasted from 1926 yp to 1931 or 1932. In 
1931 or 1932, as far as I runosber, a colleague of nine withdrew from 
tho_Xirn, having reached his ago Unit, anJ I was put in charge of tho 
publication of an agricultural nonthly ported.cal which was distributed 
by Farben to famors. 

Q *n«t was tho nano of this monthly periodical? 

A The periodical was called "Agriculture and Technology.* 

DR. HOFTl'ANN: May it please tho Tribunal, I submit to you a 
copy of this periodical "Agriculture and Technology" for identification, 
and it will receive the nueber von der Heyde No. 1. 

Q ^r. von dcr Heyde, using that copy, would you ploase state 
whcthhrrthat is the vary paper which you ahvo just discussed? 

A Yes, it is. 

Q How can you tell? 

A Ics, this is the periodical "Agriculture and Technology 
which we published. 

4 3ut hrw do you ascertain that — 
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THL PPTSmS?rr: Go ahead and answer the question, and I will 
cake an announcement. 

A On the back page of that periodical there is the usual 
notice with- rasnect t» the publication and the editors. A t says: 
"Agriculture and lochnolcgy... Dr. von dor h u yde .., Ludwigshafen cn 
the Rhine, friesenheinor Stcasse." 

THE VFtSIDUrr: So cotinsel and dofmutants may know how to plan 

•* .. 2 .*** f 

their proftrM, I wish to state that I have a no to free Judge Crawford 
that the coerdssionerSs hearing in which Dr. Ruetefish and Dr. Duerffeld 
may have scoe interest will not tale place until one-thirty this fator- 
ncon. 

Go ahead. 

BY DR. HntmNN: 

• 

Q 'jx. von ier Heyde, would you plcaso cocc more lock at that 
papor, and wcvld you tall us briefly what articlos wero published in 
that paper and what tho date of it is? 

__> The copy in ny hand bears the nuabor 10 of the ninth year, 

October, 1933. The articles deal with tho basis of successful oconoajr 
written by a ^ipluaa agricultural expert. Dr. ffieso; "Sugar Boot htavos 
and their successlul use* 1 , by Dr. Deichmann, Bonn. Then thero is another 
article entitled "Thinking of Fertilizers in the Fall." Another Article 
"The Basis of the Proper Foeding.of cur Agricultural Animals, etc." 

Q hr. von d.er Hcydo, the publication of this paper and every¬ 
thing connected therewith — was it thg wo* of ehich you were inchargo 

in the Agriculture Department 0 f Ludwigshafon. ._ 

A There was a yearly calender publishod with rhos-nve publication 
which was also distributed to farmers at the rate of 61,000 copies. 

. W33 alac responsible for the editing and publication of that yearly 
calender. 

Q Vhat was tho nace of this yearly calender? 

A It was called "Scholle und Kreft" — “Sod and Strength". 
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*s8?.. 

DR. KCFTi&lIN: lour Honors, for identification it will be 
Exhibit von der Bcyde Ho. 2.. It is a copy jf the calender “Sod and 
Strong th.“ 

W Dr. vcn dcr rt oyde, what is the copy in your hands? 

A I havo the copy of 1937. It was compiled in 1936. 

Q Dr, von der ^eyrie, would ycu bo so good to read the index which 
will acquaint us with the content of this calender? 

A Among the publications of this calandor odition there is tho 
article entiled "Use of Agricultural Bookkeeping;" an article 
"Better Harvest from the Leas", by r rcf. R^eocr; " an article "Tho 
Nitrogen Bride", by agricultural expert Schoettel; l 'The Humus Supply' 
of our Soil, " by Reglorungsrat Dr. Puerst, etc. 

TIE PSSSIDFNTi Dr. Hoffmann, do we understand that both of 
these documents, ycur Exhibits 1 and 2, aro marked for identification 
only so that they will not need to bo processed, tmaslatod, and so 
forth? , 

DR. HOPFNANN: les. 

THE PfES IDENTt Tou aro Just using tbesk-fo^reiVosh tho rocolloc- 
tion of the witness as to the nature and content of the documents? 

DR. HOTMAHN: loa. 

PIESILtiNT: Very woll. 

DH. HOrThANN: Your Honor, it would havo boon too much wxk to 
mimeographe500 pages of earth fertilisers, nitrogen, etc. 

THE PTOSIOTT: Very woll. 

BY DR. HGFrVANN: 

Q How long did you remain in Ludwigshafcn? 

A I raaained there from 1926 until October or November 1936. 

Q A nd where did ycu go afterwards? 

A I then a transfer red to Berlin in the Economic-Political 
department there. 

Q Anl what w^s the reason for your transfer to Berlin? 
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A. In 1935 an agroeoent had boon node botwccn cy superior Dr, 
Stroobclo and the head of tho Eoononic Political Department, Dr, 
Gattinoau, according to which ono export aonber of tho Agricultural 
Department bo exchanged for some time, that is to say, for a year 
to yoar and a half r with an export in that department there. Ho was 
to stay in Berlin. In tho course of this agreement, ssy collcaguo. 

Dr. Gaohnaann, had gene to Berlin and to tho Economic Political De¬ 
partment, in 1936. In tho fall of 1936 I changod with Dr. Gachrmann. 

Dr. Gaohraann roturoed to Ludwigshafon and I in turn entorod tho 
Economic Political Department in Berlin. 

Q. What was your sphere of activity in Berlin? 

A. iy sphoro of activity in tho Economic Political Dopartmont 
have alroady been explained and I nood not odd anything slnco Dr. 
Gattinoau has dealt with this matter sufficiently. 

Tho Economic Political Dopartmont was dividod into a number of 

• • 

export fiolds, oaoh ooo of which was hoadod by ono export. Tho Dopatt- 
cont included ten roforonts, exports, oach of whom had ono Solos Com- 
bino of Far ben. That is to say, ho had to bo at tho disposal of ono 
such Salos Conbino. I personally was given tho Dopartmont for Nitron 
gon and Oasolino in tho Economic Political Dopartmont. That is how 
it was callod at tho timo. 

Q. Hr. von dor Ifeydo, lot mo ask you this: Did tho work in tho 
fiold of nitrogen and gasoline havo anything to do with your professional 
knowledge as an agricultural export? 

A. Tho gasolino field was alion new to no, and it remained thus. 

work in that fiold, in the Sconooic Political Department, nover 
actually pane into effect. That was duo to tho fact also that in 
Farben there were no Sales Conbinos for gasolino. The salo of gasolino 
products wore handled by an independent Gales company. Tho Gasolino 
A.G, Bari in. Tho sphere of work, nitrogen, was knows to do, and was 

/ 
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rather close to me as a result of ay activity at Ludwigshafen. Here 
again ay sphere of work in the WIPO aeant sene thing special to me, 
because Far ten did not cwn a Sales Coobino for Nitrogen. The sale 
of the nitrogen products and nitrogen fertilizer products and other 
fertilizer products was arranged by the Nitrogen Syndicate, about 
which Dr. Cater has talked here at great length. 

Q. It. von der Heyde, would you tell us concisely what exactly 
your activities were in the field of nitrogen and gasoline; would you 
state it in suiaaxy? 

A. As an expert in the WIPO I had to deal with all economic 
political questions in the field of nitrogon export for the benefit 
of the Nitrogen Syndicate that is to say, on the one hand in con¬ 
nection with the Nitrogen Syndicate, and on the other dealing with 
the Roich Uinistry of Economics. Tie had to handle those questions 
which wero important for Trade Agreement quarters, custom questions, 
etc. 

Q. Ur. von der Heyde, you said that you had to work In the Econo¬ 
mic Political field. One might perhaps assume that your position 
meant attaoho of the Uinistry of Economies. Let mo ask you tho ques¬ 
tion more speoifically. What do you mean when you say you were an 
econtmdo political export as Nitrogen expert in the WIPO? 

A. It oeant the current liaisen with tho lhnistry of Economics, 
and the Uiniatryof Pood, and that gave us the survey of the pending 
Trade Agreements, and the intentions which the Government followed with 
respect to these natters. These plans were of great interest for 
the Nitrogen Syndicate insofar as the export of nitrogen fertilizer 
was concerned. Connection with the Nitrogen Syndicate afforded me an 
opportunity to consider Trade Political questions and the desires of 
the Syndicate, and transmit them to the responsible 3erlin authorities 
as for instanoe, the Reich Ministry of Economics. I had to put into 
effect the execution of such desires with the responsible authorities. 
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Q. it. von der Keyde, were you independent in your nark, or were 
you subjeot to directives and who .finally wore your superiors? 

A. I was one of the experts in the Zcono:dc Political Department 
who was noting with the WIPO in a l iaison capacity, and I had to bo 
available to the Nitrogen Syndicate at all tines, whenever the Syndi¬ 
cate expressed the desire to discuss econ cnio or political questions 
with various iinistries. In such cases I approached the experts of the 
Ministries in the sense of the directives issued to no by the Synidcate 
under the cirmsastancos. _ If it was desired, I arranged for conferences 
between the exports of the Syndicate on the one hand, and the experts 
in the liinistriosor other R«lch agencies on the other. It was a 
liaison auxiliary function, as far as I was concerned. 

Q. How about your superiors in M 7; aro they identical with 
those of the Syndicate which you discussod? 

A. Ho, diroot superior was the head of the economic political 
department, pro!cur 1st Dr. Oattineau. His deputy at that time was the 
Trado Plenipotentiary, Dr. ter Haar. After the beginning of 1939, 
took over the hoad of the Economic Political Department. His deputy 
in that department bocamo ny colleaguo, Erioh dollar. 

Q. How, Itr. von dor Heyde, you only disoussed the first lovol of 
your superiors. Above that level, wero there any othor superiors? 

A. The Agenoy HH 7 as it was already' explained here, was divided 
into a number of departments of which the *,!EO was mo rely ono. Tlie 
management of the agency was handled by members of the Vorstnnd, Dr, 
Ilgner, and his Deputy was Director Dr. Krueger. Both of these gentle 
men were above the Departmental head, Dr. Gattineau. • 

Q. Ur, von der foyde, could you at that tine gain an approxi¬ 
mate picture of how 1IW 7 was organized within the largo structure of 
Farben? 

A. The agency NCT 7 was on the level of Sales Combines, and dealt 
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with centi'al aux il iary functions for the Sales Combines with respeot to 
the Berlin Reish Agencies. 

Q. Ur. von der Heyde let rse go back briefly to your private life. 
Before 1933 were you in any political organisation? 

A. Ho. 

Q. Aftor 1933 did you beccee. a aealbcr of any political organisation^ 
such as tho Has! party? • 

• w 

A. Xos, at tho end of 1933, I entered tho SS Riding Unit 7 at 
liahhheim whoro I rosidod. 

Q. Did you also become a member of the Party in 1933? 

A. Ho. 

Q. TOy not? 

A . It i/as for tho sano reason which also provontod mo from Join¬ 
ing any Party boforo 1933. I didn't approve of membership in tho Party 

bocauso I did not wish to bo bound to any individual Party program, 

* • 

without boing ablo t<f take into consideration tho valid and proper 
idoas of another Party. It was a horror to no to bo forced to attond 
political nootings, or moaborship aeotings. 

Q. Bit woron't you bound in tho sa-o way when you Joined tho 
Riding Unit of tho SS, or what was the situation thoro? 

A. Iho ^ding Uhit, Mannheim, had originally boon a Riding 
Association, which in 1933 was re-formed. It was at first to bo 
affiliated with the SA, and in tho second Ivolf of 1933, it was actually 
affiliatod with tho SS. Tho Riding Unit Cl was not a rigid organize- 
tion. That is to say, there was no regular, strict service. Tho nen- 
bors had an opportunity to train thoasolves in riding, to prnctico 
riding. This is a sport which I praticularly enjoyed since ny activity 
was in agriculturo, 

Q. Ur. von dcr Heyde, I should like to clarify the following 
matter in that rospeot. Later you did Join tho Party. When was that? 

A. I joinod tho Party at the beginning of 1938, Tho exact dato 
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of entry rms nado effective asof the first of lisy, 19,37. 

Q. H aw did that cose about? 

• * ' 4 

A. I ohanged xy residence at the tioa. '-‘'ho Blockleiter of tho 
Ortsgruppo approached do, and asked so about data with rospoct to ny 
relationship to tho Party. Thereupon I told him that I %na a mentor 
of tho Riding Unit ^ of the SS at itmnhoin. Hesrover, I roJoeted bo- 
cooing a aoaber of the Party. 

Ve then said, "You aro a funny bird, aren't you? For i’our yoars 
you havo boon a crater of tho SS and you aro not yet a Party member. 
I think it is about time, don't you>" 

Thoreupen I joined tho Party. 
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This brings ne to the next question. *hen this blockleiter of the 
HSLAP visited you In 1938, on the occasion of the change of your residence, 
you said to hin that you vere a member of the Biding Unit of the SS; 
when you transferred to Berlin in 1936, did you remain a member of the 
aiding Unit of the SS in >iannhein , or did that change as far as you were 
concerned? 

w • ^ 

A. (The Agricultural Department of ludwingshafen only terroorarlly 
tronsferred me to Berlin. »gr activities in Berlin in the same *ao as In 
the case of ay predecessor. Dr. Gaehroann, was to last for only 1 to 1$ years 
For that reason I remained a neaber of the hiding Unit of ltannhola, and 
I was given leave for the period of ay absence at Berlin. 

*<• Hr. von dor reyde, you already said beforo that you were an expert 
in the Nitrogen field and other econonic political questions connected 
therewith under Dr. Oattineay in the Economic Political Department; is 
that true? 

A. Yes. * 

Q. How did your activities in Berlin develop fron thore on, from a 
professional point of view; did your field of work rooain as you have 
>st described it? 

• • I 

A. In the agency, Berlin 8V 7, I was almost the only agricultural nan. 

For that reason, soon after I was used to ny work, I was approached 

by various departments of the agency, and in particular by Dr. Kruegor, 

in order to deal with agricultural Questions within tho framework of 

economic policies. 5 or that reason ny field of work changed wry goon, 

and also named differently. I have already said that tho work in tho 

% 

gasoline field, which was entirely strange to me, never actually became 

0 

very effective. On the other hand, however, I became an expert for 
ouestions of agriculture. In that capacity, within the framework of the 
VIPO, as an employee of the WIPO, I had to maintain liaison to the Haich 
Ministry of Food, and the Belch Agencies for food ouestions. 

9m Hr. von der Heyde. what was this expert field for agricultural 
economics? perhaps ycu would explain that in a few brief words. 
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A. In the various trade egreeoent negotiations between Germany and 
other countries, there was also an exchange of agricultural products 
provided for, that is to say, the lcport of wheet, oils, fats, etc. The 
3erlin W 9 Agency dealt on the fringe also with the ,-ork of the Soya 
Plantation in the Southeastern iuropean countries. For that reason. It 
was Interested In the trade negotiations between Gernany the Balkan 
countries with respect to the Inport of these Soya products. The work 
with respect to these ouestions, that Is to say, the presentation of 
questions and requests In that field, to the Berlin Belch Agencies 
responsible for that sphere, as for Instance, the Belch Hinlstry of Food 
or the Belch agencies for oils, fats, wheat, etc., the maintenance of the 
liaison with these agencies, was qy task. 

Mr. von der fc eyde, an I correct-in understanding your explanation 
to oean that a Departoent of Berlin IV 7 or the nitrogen syndicate, would 
telephone you or send you a written reouewt that they wanted to know this 
or that; "would you please find out froa the ieich .ilnistry of nconomico 
what this Is all about and then Inf ora us again"? 

A. Yes, that It exactly how It was. 

<<. That was your activity? 

A. Yes, that was it. 

q, Nov, io-. von der Heyde, the Prosecution has nentloned a number of 
other activities and they designated you as the expert with reference to 
defernent questions. ^Hd you have anything to do with dofernent Questions 

A. Yes, since 1939. 

Q. And how did that cone about? 

A, The defernents in the Berlin HU 7 Agency, ware handled by a ■* 
colleague of nine up to that point, a certain Ik. Noack. ’hen Dr. Noafilc, 
around the middle of 1936, was transferred to another departnent, his 
sohere of work in the VIPO was divided among the other experts. That io 
how the ouestions of general trade policies were assigned to Dr. Tor Harr, 
and I was assigned the deferaonts. 

And why particularly you? 
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A. I assuae because I vac the only nenber of the VIPO who had been 
a soldier in the first world war and who, in addition, *86 a Reserve 
Officer. That neant that I knew sore about these natters than ay 
colleagues. ' 

THE PRESIDES!: The Tribunal will rise for its norning recess. 

(Tribunal in recess until llOOhours.) 
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TrZ HABSHAL: The Tribunal la again in session. 

Da. DIX: la-. President, Just two ninutes for a correction. This 
corning Hr. Sprecher nade.a statement for the record about a conversation 
vith three adult defense counsel over the weekend. Just for a correction: 
I know only adult and nature defense counsel, and besides I should like 
to say that it is only I who can speak for the defense counsel as a £roup, 
and In ny absence ny colleague Dr. Selte, so there oust be some 
misunderstanding, which of course can hapoen. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Very well, gentloaeni 

DR. RCSPATT:' Ur. President, I should like to ask to have the 
defendants Krauch and Jaohno porrdtted to attend the Commission session 
this afternoon. Also, I ask that the defendant Gajewski be excused 
tocarro* morning to prepare for his easo. 

THE PRESIDENT: Those requests are gran tod, and may I add that tho 
dofondant Kuohno will bo excused from attending court this afternoon if 
ho wishos. 

You may proceed. Dr. Hoffoannj 
BY m. HOFFUANN: 

Q. IS 1 , von dor Heydo, before the rocoss I asked you why you woro 
in charge of doferoont questions in NIT 7. '.tould you ploaso ropoat your 
answor? 

A. Tho quostion of doforuents in Borlin JfiT 7 had, up to that time, 
boon under tho ffipo in tho hands of ay colloaguo Dr. Noack. Whon, in 
193®, Dr. Noack was transforrod to a different department of til 7 his 
work was divided among tho othor ooabers of tho Hipo and I was given tho 
doforoonts. 

Q. And I bollovo you had alroady indicated briefly why you woro 
put in chargo of dofomints. 

A. I do not know exactly but I assumed at tho tlao that this work 
was given to mo because I was tho cnly ooobor of tho TTipo who had sorvod 
in tha first World War and bocauso I was a rosorvo officer and thoroforo 
was familiar with doforoonts. 

Q. Ur. von dor Heydo, you say you were a rosorvo of floor. D 003 
that moan in tho •/ohrmacht’’ 

e 

A. Yos, of courso. 

e • 

Q. Now, what did you have to do in connection with deferments? 

A. This was a question of having non released from thoir obligations 
for military service. In tho beginning this moant to have thorn released 

from maneuvers and military training. The 1900 group to which I belonged 

• 

was tho last one which had boon drafted in the first World War. Tho groups 
of 1901 and tho following, since there was no general military servico in 
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Germany at that tioe, had not been trained. Tboroforo, there was a gap 

in training from 1901 to 1917 when, in 1935, gcnoral military service was 

• 

rointroduced in Germany. The consequenco was that at first tho Vfohrmacht 
took tho younger groups, 1917 and then 1918, for normal military sorvico - 
that is, sorvico of ono to two years. But, in addition to that, tho 
groups froo 1901 to 1916 which had not been trained wore called up for 
a short term training. That was eight wcok courses,, 

Q. Now, Ur. von dor Hoydo, what did industry and W 7 in this case - 
what intorost did NW 7 have in whether a certain osployoo was called up 
for aanouvors or not? 

A. This piling up of tho draft, becauso of tho rointroduction of 
military sorvico, moant that suddonly a largo nunber of young nwn woro 
withdrawn fron businoss. That brought about a considerable dogroo of 
unrost bocauso suddonly omployoos wore oithcr collod up for training in 

short torm coursos or for aanouvors or for normal military sorvico of ono 

• •• •• — • » 

to two years.- Doforaont was now the only opportunity for businoss to socuj-a 
tho nocossary pooplo and koop then out of tho Tfchrnacht which wo, by 
virtuo of tho laws on gonoral military sorvico, had authority ovor tho 
drafting of young non. 

Q. At this stago of doformonts was a uso of thoso non in tho ovont 
of war discussed at all, or was it sirply a putting off of this manouvors 
and drafting? 

A. At that time only tho latter was tho caso. Thorc was no quostion 
of drafting for tho event of war at that timo. 

Q. TJhon did that situation change? 

A. As I recall, it changed only in tho spring of 1939 after tho 
ovonts in Bohemia and Moravia whon individual nonbers of the reserve wore 
called up. At tho sa.ao tioj, training in tho Johruacht had progressed to 
the point where tho younger tun wore in large nunbers receiving instructions 
from tho TOchraacht as to what tlioy wore to do, where they wero to report, 
in caso of mobilization. 

• 0 ~ • a • • 

Q. !Cr. von der Hoydo, ploaso explain very briefly what a Johrpass 
is and to what extent tney wero issued in Germany after tho military 
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sorvice law was passed? 

A. According to the law and according to the practico in tho 
■^hrcacht every porson who was trained was given a Irfohrpass on which was 
recorded how ho had boon trained, to what branch of tJjo arned sorvico ho 
belonged, what rank ho had in the Uohroacht, otc. All military entries, 
including vaccinations, control roll calls, otc., were always entorod on 
this pass. 

Q. Did a German who was subjoct to military sorvico jet this pass 
por3onally or was it at sooo offico or what was dono xdth it? 

A. As far as I know, ovory nan subjoct to Oilitary sorvico had such 
a pass and had to turn it over to tho military district hcadquartors 
tor^Jorarily for cortain ontrios, otc., but I am not cortain about that. 

Q. Was this military pass something socrot? 

A. No, not at oil. That was tho pass that ovory non 3ubjoct to 
military sorvico had to carry with him, giving all tho porsonal data about 

0 

him, 

Q. And now you said oarlior, Ur. von dor Hoydo, that a notico wao 
sont out to tho individual tolling him whore to roport in tho ovont of 
war, is that right? 

A. Ibs. Aftor his training end ary oancuvors with tho ,/ohrmacht, 
oach man had an entry mode on his military pass indicating tho branch of 
tho rrmod forces or what military agency ho had to roport to in tho ovont 
of war, a practico which, as far as I know, oxistod in all countrios with 
a standing army. 

Q. Jas this connoction between tho ontry on tho military pass and 
tho placo of military sorvico 3<x»thing that affoctod only tlio man himself 
and tho ftehraacht? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Now, what did you, in your dealing with deferments, have to do 
undor theso circuostancos? 

A. I had tho personnel list of NW 7. I had to go through tho 

records and discover which employees wore in tho ago groups 3ubjoct to 

military sorvico. In Berlin in 7 there wore ralativoly many bccauso tho 
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avorago ago in this office ;~s relatively low. T',:c .retries regarding tho 

* 

individual employees, as far as they belonged to t;>cso ago groups, I 

pased on to tho deportment ch_of, tho superior of those non »dth tiio 

observation as to nhotlwr tho cen concerned had already boon in tho 

fchroacht, whether ho would bo callod upon for mneuvors, otc., and, on 

tho othor hand, I inquired of tS» department chiof rhothor they could 

disponso vdth this nan at any tico. The dopart-iont chiofs thon in turn 

inf ornod mo of thoir wishos and if their wish was that tho particular 

otvloyoc in thoir dopartoant tras india;>c usable in tho office and should 

bo roloasod from military sorr.ee, thon I code an application to tho 

military nuthoritios that this cm bo oxojcptod from military sorvico, 

• « 

That is, first of all oxusvttx. fx*ou training and maneuvers, otc. Tho 
/fohr-acht agency then consul to. t*.o chamber of cata-rcc and industry and 
thoroupon decided upon the ease. 
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Q. Tr.cn, Mr. von d*r Heyde, you interfered in the relationship 
of the nan and the military authorities end tried to have him exempted 
from maneuvers or from being dreftod lator? 

.V. Yes. 

Q. Another question. - Were these deferments identical with the 
so-called Uob-Plens? 

A. No, those ire two very different things. The cobilization 
plans nero instructions to producing manufacturing firms what produc¬ 
tion they wore to continue or w ore to bo allowed to continue in the 
event of war. Deferments had nothing to do with that. Thoy dealt 
only with exempting certain men from military service. 

Q. Did you hevo anything to do with such mobilisation plans? 

A. No, and I br*lievo I hoard the expression only hore. 

Q. But you do know, and this has boon brought up hero bofore, 
that doforments woro lator cailod M-quostion. U-quostion moans noth¬ 
ing but what you have Just been describing as doforments. 

A. Originally, when I took over doforments, I also took over the 
designation lt-quostions. «t that tiao the expression meant exemptions 
from military service. Theroforo, military quostion. Lator, as I ro- 
call, during the war whon I was a ..bsehrboauftragtcr of Berlin NW 7 
thoro were a few occasions in the Cooaorcial Coaaitteo whon certain 
countor-intclligonco questions woro discussed undor the designation U- 
question. That happened in 19AO-19A1 because I was in charge of defer¬ 
ments and at the mm time was Afcwehrbceuftrrgtor, countor^-intolligonce 
officer. 

Q. In the tine before the war how did you justify an application 
for dofoment? 

'*• If a department chief '.anted to have an enployoa in his depart¬ 
ment deferred, then I asked him to give me e very brief explanation of 
what the person concerned had to do in that department, what his oosi- 
tion was, why his work was important rod why he and no one else was the 
suitable person for this work and was indispensable. Then I added to 
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this explanation an application to the military district hoadqu»rters 
which I sent through the chamber of coacerco and industry which had to 
pass on the application to the military district headquarters. The de¬ 
cision which I received fron the military district headquarters I 

§ 

passed on to the department chief concerned, 

0 . Did you yourself havo any authority to make decisions in this 

work? 

A. No, ay work was what I have just described, a mediating ac¬ 
tivity, 

Q. You spoke of the department chiefs to whoa you passed on the 
decisions of the chamber of coaaerco and industry or the military auth¬ 
orities. Here the dopartoant chiofs intorosted in what doformonts woro 
srrrngcd? Did thoy express eny requests? 

A. Yes. Every department chief was interested in kooping as ranny 
of his eeployoos as possible. Thorwforo, ho was interested in whether 

W • • 

there were more or fowor poople draftod fron his department and, do- 
pending on circumstances, he requested doformonts with s larger or 
smallor degree of urgency. 

Q. In addition to oxeoptions from military sorvicc wero thoro 
othor sorts of exomotions involved in your work? 

A. Yos, but theso woro not doformonts. This was so-cAllod socuring. 
At that tine not only woro peoplo takon out of business for military 
service, but they wero elso taken for civilian purposes for public duty. 
For example, for building the Roich highway, for building the Host Hall, 
etc. Theso people too 'could be claimed. Aoplications could bo made horo 
too for exception from this labor service as it was called. Those ap- 
plications were not sent to the Hchroacht, but to the Labor Office. 
Otherwise the proccduro was the sex, 

Q. i/es there a certain general formality required ihich made such 
deferments easier in large numbers in big enterprises or could any firm 
make such applications for deferments? 

A. No, there was one absolutely essential prerequisite before a 
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fira could a#lce successful applications for dofaraent and that was th B t 
this firm was declared war essential and vital, Kricgs und Lobenswich- 
tig. For this reason, as far as I know, at the beginning of 1938 or 
the middle of 1938, Berlin NN 7 was dodtrod a so-called K & L enter¬ 
prise at the requost of the enterprise. 

0 . Do you know what was necossary to become a K & L enterprise? 

A. No, what the procedure was I cannot say. I only assume that 
soco application was necessary t® thu chamber <^f^pcpaerco rpd industry 
or tho military economy agoncy. 

Cj. Was it to tho advantage of tho enterprise to bo declared a 
K & L ontorpriso? 

a. Yos, of courso, becauso deferment of personnel was impossible 
or had no prospect of success if it was not d .dared a K & L ontorpriso. 

0. Now, Ur. von dor Hoyde, this oxprossion. war osscntld rnd 
vital, Kricgs und Lebcnswichtig. ia rrthor bombastic, if I nay say so. 
Why was an enterprise liko Borlin MW 7 vital and war ossonti&l? Do 
you have any idea? 

h. This expression did not exist in 1938. Nhon I took ovor this 
work these ontororises woro callod nilitfry economic enterprises, 
Kohrwirtschaftsbotriebe, end i- -as only lator, I boliovo shortly aftor 
tho outbroak of war, that-this c xpression was changed to war essontial 
and vit®l enterprises. 


126^4 





V • 


26 /tpril-ll-lfi-Il-l-Uills (Int.von Schon) 

COURT VI, C.tSS VI 

V ^ 

0 m ^ 

Q. The expression military economic enterprise — did that have 

eny significance? Did‘it mean Anything with respect to official super¬ 
vision? .*yj 

A. At the moment when en enterprise was declered e military eco- 
nooic enterprise, the competent countor-intelligence office assumed 
control over it, and took an interest in tho enterprise as regards se¬ 
crecy. 

Q. Bofore I go into the question of secrecy and tho Absehrbeauf- 
tragtor, I stould first of all like to ask you how many oersons wore 
there in Borlin NW-7 whoso deferments you had to work on. 

A. I would estimate in Berlin NW-7 thoro wore 200 to 250 men. Tho 
majority of them, I bcUevo, were in tho age in which they woro subject 
to military sorvice — perhaps up to 200 of then. 

Q. In addition to that, did you havo anything to do with dofor- 
ocnts? 

A. Yos, that wrs only lctor. Because I worked on those quostions 
in the Berlin offico and consequently was in constant contact with tho 
Wehrancht ager.cios in Berlin who handlod deferments, I usually learnod 
of new regulations soonor than tho other Farbon onterprisos—for instance 
tho sales combines which were at Frankfurt, Lovorkusen, and so forth. 

For thoso reasons tho sales combines repeatedly inquired and a*kod us 
for ndvico about handling their dofornonts, and asked to bo informod 
when news came out about now regulations to bo iasuod in Berlin.. 

Q. Mr. von dor Hoydo, just one core thing about the situation. 

Where was the military ministry? 

A. That was in Berlin, 

q. That is right. And where did the orders of this ministry como 
first? 

A. They came first to the subordinate agoncios in Borlin and from 
thoro they went to subordinate agencies in tho Roich. 

Q. So thrt you actually got the regulations earlier than othor 
agencies in tho Reich? 
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A. Yes, and consequently I was able to talk to aen in the OKW and 
tho personnel office and ask then what intentions existed regarding 
calling up. 

Q. And what were the practical results that in addition to tho 
250 or 300 employees of KW-7, you wero also consulted by Fart on officos 
which were not in Berlin? 

A. In the spring of 1939 the consequence was that Dr. Krueger, 
for tho hx*st time, asked w tor eport to a commercial comitteo on 
this question of deferoonts, and t hereby to inforn the sales conbinos 
end to be availrble to help then if they had questions in this field. 

Q. Who was Dr. Krueger? 

A. Dr. Krueger was tho deputy plant loador of Boriin NW-7 and woe 
a nerabor of the cocnorcial coaaitteo. 

Q. Was he your suporior? 

A. Yes, of course# 

Q. Did Dr. Kruoger know that you wero in chargo of deferments in 
Berlin NW-7? 

A. Yes, ho had appointed me. 

Q. Did you have to go to mootings of tho connorcial cocrnittoo if 
he asked you to? 

A. Tea, ho was my suporior. 

Q. And, Ur. von dor Heyde, when was tho first timo that you attend¬ 
ed a noeting of the coaaercial coaaitteo? 

A. According to tho records which I have soon here I know now thrt 
it was in Uay 1939 — 12 Uay 1939. That was tho only timo before tho 
outbreak of war. 

Q. Can you rooeaber what you said thero, relying on the exhibit 
submitted hero by the Prosecution? 

e 

A. Not in detail* I know only that I reported on how def eroonts 
wore to bo carried out. For nahy sales conbinos that was an entirely 
new field, but I told about our experience in this field and I also told 

what I knew about future regulations. 

12A06 


I 


26 Aoril-M-ifii-11—.3-Mills (int.von Schon) 
COURT VI, C.’.S5 VI 


Q. Wore you present at the entire meeting of tho comercial coq- 
mittee? 

A. I*o. The first time and in subsequent times also the rule was 
that I was at the beginning of the agenda and thon I was outside the 
agenda and reported briefly on deferments and then left the mooting 
since I was not a member of the committee. 

Q. Mr. von der Hoydo, you said that when an entorpriso was declar¬ 
ed a military oconooic entorpriso, the Abwohr also became intorostod in 
it. Jtew, whon the .’isohr became interested, who was appointed in such 
an enterprise. What was such a a*n called who rocoivod instructions 
from the Abwohr? 

A. The Abwehr agoncy rosponsiblo for this enterprise domandod from 
tho management thrt a man bo suggested for a 'bwchr agent. 

Q. Now, Ur. von dor Koyde, c an you briefly explain what, in your 
opinion, Abwohrbcauftrrgtor was? 

A. /is the nr mo indicates it wrs primarily dosignod to ward off 
onomy espionago *nd sabotage in Germany. 

0. Mr. von der Hoydo, you say onemy sabotago and espionage in 
Germany. 

A. Well, I should say foreign. 

Q. I am talking of the time before the war. Did you yourself bo- 
come an /.bwehrbeauftrrgtcr? 

A. Yes, for Borlin NW-7. 

Q. And how did thrt coco about? 

A. As far rs I recall tho -bwohr offico, whon Borlin 1W-7 bocamo 
• military economic entorpriso, asked the management to appoint an ..b- 
wohrboauftragtor and p.t tho suggestion of Dr. Krueger, Dr; Ilgner sug¬ 
gested me. 

Q. ffow, for what enterprise did you become Abwehrbcauftragter? 

A. For Borlin Nit-7. 

Q. That was the same enterprise whore you noro in charge of dofer- 


osnts? 
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A. Yes. 

Q. Kha.t did you personally h»vc to do in Berlin lTt-7 as Abwohr- 
beauftragter? 

A. Tho Abwohrbea.uf t r agter had to inform tho ooployoos of the en¬ 
terprise About tho necessity for secrecy, tho prope- breetnont of se¬ 
cret documents, and so forth* He had to oducsto them and rt tho sane 
time see that the officirl regulations regarding secrecy wore observod. 

Q. That was your w>rk in connection with the employees? 

A. Yes. 

. Q. Mow, with whom did you havo to deal in the Abwohr office? 

A. I had to deal with the Berlin Abwohr office which had jurisdie- 

• y 

tion over Borlin NW-7, and thero I had to deal with Dopartaont 3 W, for 
Abwohr Wirtschaft, economy. 

Q. Mr. von dor Hoydo, you said Abwohr 3. Were thero others then — 
1 and 2 ? 

•V The Abwohr organisation of tho Wehroacht was dividod into throe 
departments — Deoartacnt 1 was the intelligence; Department 2 was tho 
so-called counter-ospionago; and Department 3 was tho actual preventing 
of foreign espionage and sabotage - the Awe hr. 

Q. Mr. von dor Hoydo, whon did you loam of this organization of 
the \bwohr intelligence—whon you woro appointed lbwohrbcnuftragtor or 
boforo that time? 

A. I can ioagino that at tho time whon I was givon tho appointment 
I was told ebout the organisation, but actually I learned theso details 
only in the course of time — perhaps at the boginning of'-tho war. 
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Q. To ccco tack to thl« again, what did Abwehr 3 nean? Your work 
In the plant — is that correct? 

A. That was the departr.ent to w'ieh I was responslhle. I was re¬ 
sponsible to the cub-department economy of Department 3 — that is the 
department which was in charge of the actual Abwehr, that is secrecy 
within business, 

Q. In this field that you are now describing, did you have to epond 
a great deal of time — was there any concern lest there be ospionage or 
obligations to secrecy in Berlin lff-7? Was that office interesting 
enough? 

A. Ho. Abwehr and specifically secrecy questions, was originally 
intendod for manufacturing enterprises — that is factories. That 
bxintod much earlier _ I believe 1936 or 1936 — in order to prevent 
patents and processes bocoaing available to foreign countries through 
foroign osplonage. Tor commercial enterprises, dofonso economic enter¬ 
prises, theso questions h«id not come up hitherto. Consequently wo had 
no experience and not many directives which iqjpllod to such enterprioos. 
Consequently the work of an Abwohrboauftragter in an ontorpriso such ae 
Berlin HV 7 was a purely secondary task. I ©Juld not say exactly how 
much of my timo was spent on those dutios, but I vonturo to cay that 
deferaonts, depending on the time, took up perhaps a fifth or a quartor 
of my time, and my duties as Abvohrbeauftri^tor added to this and made 
up a third of ay work volume. The rest of my tino was devoted to my own 
department. 

Q. Mr. von der Heydo, the Prosocution has introduced documents ac¬ 
cording to which you occasionally had something to do with counter-intol- 
ligonce Departments 1 and 2, is that right7 

A. Yes, that is right. 

0. How did that happen? 

A. ~n aVut the middle of 1938 I was entrusted with the functions 
of an Abwehrboauftragtor at first on a temporary basis. Sometime after 
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that ay dopartaent chief, Dr. C-attineau, asked ac to go to a Major 
3loch in the Off. As far as I know that was because of a telephone call 
from Major Bloch to Dr. C-attineau. Ee had sane specific question to dis- 


3. Had you known thio Major Bloch before that tine? 

A. No, I did not know hla. ^ron the conversation with Dr. G a ttineau 
I gathered only that be was a personal acquaintance of C-attineau's. That 
he knew him. 

s. Was it something unusual for a Vehraacht najor to come to you? 

A, No, I didn't consider it especially resarkablo. It was obvious 
that the ibwohr office had passed on the suggestion for ny appointeoent 
made by the firm to the CKV — its exterior agency, Department of Counter- 
Intelligence. This departncnt was to be considered as a wholo so that 
it was not only Departaont 3, but also Dopartoont 1 who nust havo learned 
of ny nsne. Therefore I could notunderstand why Dr. Diokaann should dis¬ 
tinguish in his affidavit between Abwohr 1 and ibwohr 3. Thooo wore 
only subdivisions of one departnert for countor_intelUc.eaco Abwohr. 

Q. Vhon you wero told that you wore to roport to this Major Bloch, 
did you know that this Major Bloch workod for 1,3, or 3 or did you think 
be was a aajor frcm the OIH or the OBV? 

A. Only tho latter. I knew nothing about hie work. 

Q* Now, when you went to see this Major Bloch and talked to him, 
what did ho want? 

A. Vhat fce had to discuss with no tho first tine or whother he 
wanted merely to meet so, I really cannot remosber. Subsequently, that ia 

e 

in the second half of 1930 or the beginning of 1939. ho called me again 
and asked ae to inforn him whenever a foreign representative or a foreign 
visitor cane to Far ben in 3erlin. 

Q. Vhon you heard this assi^ment or order or request — I don't 
know what you thought it was — what did you think this was, a request or 




an order? 
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A, Veil, I thought It was an assignment, but I night say as an erdor 
froa tho agency which had made a; Abwohrbeauftragter and to which I was 
•bligated. 

Q. And what did you do with this assignment which was givon you tho 
second half of 1930 — as I right? 

A. Yoa.. Since, afl ft member of the VIPO, I did not know what 
foreign visitors came to Berlin, I paaood on this roquost of Major 
Bloch's to my department chief Gattinoau and to Dr. Eruegor. 

Q. And what did you personally do In rosponso to the request of 
of Major Bloch? 

A. If, in the future, at the roquost of Dr. Kruegor,.1 was informed 
t»y tho department chiefs of the firm that cortain foreign represen¬ 
tatives woro in Berlin and who thoy wero, I pas sod on thio information 
by telophone to Major Bloch. Major Bloch then occasionally expressed 
the wish that ho might speak to thoso son and askod ao to toll him so 
or ho would get in touch directly by toloptono with tho persons concornod 
and arranged a mooting with then himsolf, 

Q, lb you know whothor there wero very many men? 

A. As I recall there was, from tho socond half of 1938 to tho 
outbroak of tho war, perhaps ten or twolvo sen. 

Q. ft) jru kn«w what was discussod thero? I moan with a man whoa 
Hajor Bloch asked to O'Bo to too him? 

A. In goneral, I was not preaont at thoso lntorviows. I do romomber, 
hrvovor, that once or tvico I took non from Berlin NV-7 to ooo Major 
Bl"ch, to show thaa tho way — to shev thaa hew t« find him — whoro his 
office was. 

Q. And were you then present at tho subsequent lntorviows? 

A. Ho, only at the beginning. I introduced tho gontloaen and then 

I left. 

Q. As Ahwohrboauf tragter did you have any special position in the 
effico? 
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A. Yes, as Abwehrbcauf tragter I was not subordinate to my department 
chief but directly to the head of the enterprise or his deputy. 

<3* Did that hare any effect? 

K Insofar as I had closer contact with Dr. E r uegor in this way 
than nigh* cthorwiso have beon tho case. 

M r . wen dor Eeyde, I should now like to go over to another sub¬ 
ject and that is your connection with the SD. V 0 do not dony that you had 
a certain connection for a certain pcri"d -f time with tho SD. 

A. Ho. 

Q, You said before that you woro a amber of the BoitorJSS, the 
SS Cavalry. 

A. Yes. 

Q. Mow, this lo not tho i«o thing as tho SD. That is oomothing 

olse* 

A. That Is right. 

Q. And h-w did jnu got in touch with tho SD? 
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Q.- And how did you get in touch with the SD? 

• # 

A.- When in 1936 I case to Berlin tea^wrarily, as I said, I remained 

• 

a member of the liannhelm Reiterstura, I was put on leave status and in 
1937 I did not have to report to any S3 office in Berlin and did not come 

0 

under the supervision of any Berlin office« Therefore, for no re than a 
• • 

year, up to the end of 1937, I had no connection at all with the SS. At 
the end of 1937 the Personnel Department of the SD Main Office called me 

up and asked me to report there. I went to this Personnel Department and 

• 

was asked first about cy personal data, especially ay connection with the 
SS Cavalry in Mannheim. 

0 

Q.- Mr. von der Heyde, did you investigate later and find out who bad 
reported you to then and rfiy you were called up? 

A.- At the time, I could not understand why they hod called mo up but 
later I met a Regierungsrat, later Oberregierungsrat Bolk, in the aamo de¬ 
partment where I »«rkod. He was from tho Ministry of Economics. Ho nan not 
astonished to seo mo there but welcomed me with the v/ords: "Wo 11, horo you 
are." Prom this I gathered that this Regiorungsrat with whom I had rather 
froquent official contact had reported mo to tho SD Main Offico because 
he knew from what I had said that I was a member of tho SS in Mannheim. 

Q.- When you tmnt to this SD Office that time, where was it and what 
did you find when you got there? 

A.- I taa told the number of the building in the ’/ilhelmstrasse and 
the number of the room, too, to which I was to go. I found a man there who 
asked me those questions about my personal data and asked me Mother I 
was willing to »wrk for a newly created economy and' industry department of 
the SD. 

Q.- Mr. von der Heyde, you just said that you were told a house number 
in Wilhelmstrasse. 

A.- Ies, Wilhelnstrasse. 
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Q.- Do you know rtiere the notorious Reich Security Main Office was? 
A.- In Prinz Albrecht Strasse, 

Q.- Did you know enough to know there was a difference between Prinz 
Albrecht Strasse and the building in Wilhelmstrasse to which you were sent? 
A.- Yes, of course, 

Q.- You weren't frightened when you were told that you wore to report 
to the SD Because you weren't sent to Prinz Albrecht Strasse but to a dif¬ 
ferent street? * 

A.- No, I wasn't frightened at all. I didn't know what tho SD meant 
at that time. 

Q.- Now, pleaso vory briefly tell *iat suggestion was mado to you? 

A..- I was told that in the SD Main Offico an Industry and Economy 
Department had been set up and that I was to get information for this de¬ 
partment about conditions in tho chemical industry. Ihe now department 
ranted to got insido into tho structure and organization of tho chemical 
industry in Germany, about the figures and involvements among tho various 
enterprises, tho connection and production and so forth. 

Q.- And what wero you supposed to do? 

A.- As an employee of Farben, I was to advieo this now department 
whenever questions came up that had to be clarified. I was not to work 
for them regularly but I res to be callod upon from time to time and askod 
for information.. 

0 

Q.- Mr. von dcr Hoyde, did you find a big agency in Wilhelmstrasse 
or did it make the impression of being something new? 

A.- As I recall today, the office to which I reported there was a 

a 

personnel office whore I iancdiatoly got in touch with tho man trorking 
in this industry and Economy Department — or only later; I don't know. 

0 a 

In any case, I was referred to the competent official; that was the head 

0 

of the Industry Department, Dr. Eylers.. 
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Q.- And what did he tell you? 

A.- Dr. Eylors ihformed no about his work* I must say * was astonish^ 
ed when I found out that Dr. Eylers knew virtually nothing about this 
structure and organization of the chemical industry* Vary soon thereafter 
I gained the impression that I was to give Dr. Eylers a sort of elementary 
instructions because the questions that he asked bo were things that wore 
quite well known in Farbcn. 

0 

Q.- Hr. von der Heyde, were you willing to give this elementary ins¬ 
truction to this Dp. Eylers? 

* 

A.- Since a Berlin SS Agency had got hold of no, I was quito willing 
to do this sorvico bccauso it was in offoct no service for mo. I had no 
regular hours of service. I did not have to bo at thoir disposal cons¬ 
tantly. I was merely called upon from time to time for information. Ihoro- 
foro, my servico was at irrogular times and I was askod about a field of 
wsrk which was actually ay owi field. 

Q.- Did you havo any feeling that thore was sooothlng morally wrong 
qith this businoss? 

A.- fto, Tb tho host of cy recollection, I did not have any such 
fooling at all..It was a quostion of giving infomation in puroly techni¬ 
cal questions. Questions of businoss and industry, with which I was cons- 

# 

tantly working in ay own office, and I had no misgivings about vorking 
with Dr. Eylora. Dr. Eylors was a nan of about ay own ago and was an of¬ 
ficial such as I was at Farbcn and I had no misgivings against giving 
information to Dr. Eylers. 

Q.- Did you keep this whole incident to yourself or did you talk 
about it in Berlin NT—7? 

A.- No. Dr. Eylors said nothing to mo about socrocy and, sinco I 
did not know enough myself about the questions that came up in the begin¬ 
ning — I had been in Berlin only a year at that time — I very soon went 
to Dr. Krueger and askod him to answer a question for mo which I had boen 
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asked by the SD. In most cases the questions could bo answered by sending 
the Industry Department pamphlets which we had prepared in Farben — for 

* \ 0 * # 

example, the so-called Silver paaphlets, the Green Book, etc.; also, for 

0 

example, reports of the Void about capital investments the chemical in- 
d us try, etc. 

Q.- Were these socrot reports or were they publicly printed? 

• 

A.- No. They trorc reports on things ihich were generally known, sta¬ 
tistical information which ms in the hands of the Statistical Reich of¬ 
fice and which our Vowi also had — and which any economist should havo 

0 0 

known. That was tho reason *jy, in the beginning, I was surprised at tho 
ignoranco of Dr. Ej-lors and his associates. 

Q.- Well, how do you explain the fact that an ngoncy which lator bo- 
cano so important as tho SD was at that timo not familiar with such olcmont T 
ary questions and had to get tho information from you? 

A.- Lator I was able to understand it. This dopartaont hod boon now- 
ly found and it wantod as soon as possiblo and as easily as jfcssiblo to 

0 

incroaso its knowlcdgo about industry, in ay caso about chomical Industry. 
TOE PRESIEEffTs It is timo to rlso for lunch. 

(Tho Tribunal adjoumod until 1330 hours, 26 April 1948.) 
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ARBUDCB SESSION 

(The Tribunal reconvened at 1330 hours 26 April 1948) 

THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is again in session. 

DR. NELTB (Counsel for defendant Hoerlein)t Your Honors, the 
prosecution already on Friday handed me the rebuttal documents which 
concern those counts of the indictment which charge Professor Hoerlein 
alone or together with others. it had originally been provided to 
submit these rebuttal documents concerning Dr. Hoerlein this afternoon. 
After a conversation with ths prosecution wc found that this was inpossible 
because the translation is not yet corpse and because tho prosecution 
intends to subndt these documents in conjunction with all the other 
rebuttal notarial. Under these circumstances, the i-atter has boon 
concluded as far as tho defendant Hoerlein is concerned and ho no longor 
has to be present here. Therefore, I ask you that ho be excused from the 
sessions as from tomorrow. 

At the sa m time, I ask you to make a ruling with respect to tho 
application which in the meantime has probably boon handod to you. 

MR. SPRECHER: Just one uattor for olarification whioh may not bo 
necessary. The documents which we gave to Dr, Nolte concorn those matters 
principally involved in alleged experiments upon human beings. Of course, 
they do not contain all the documents or all aspects of the case which 
involve the defendant Hoerlein in other connections; I moan he was a 
oeubor of the Central Coooxttoe, Vorstand member and so on. 

DR. NELT2: I have nothing to add. Naturally, it is the theory of 
the prosecution that there is die godly a common responsibility and. 


therefore, it is possible that Professor Hoerlein 5 s concerned with other 



documents, too. 

THE PiaSIDSTT: 
two t;dngs: the 
wishes to be excused, 
just mention tho matter 
at the appropriate time, 
tomorrow if you say no 


about it — 


£_tiution. Now, just 

at whatever time he 

• 

and, if you will 
will make the order 
not expect him in court 
and for whatever period of time 
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he needs to be absent he will bo encased. 

'./ 1 th respect to your JOixor., as I indicated this morning, the 
Tribunal is going to neet tonight to 30 over a niv-ter of theso notions. 

I coy say re have, I thin*:, now 10 notions pending of one kind or 
another rhich re intend to dispose of at tho earliest possiblo coaent 
a«I I have taken the liberty of putting your notion on the top of tho 
pilo. Dr * Helte, so it will recoivo early consideration. 

DR. N2LTS: Your Honor, I /light state that it was not tsf intention 
to ref or you again to tho application that you -.zero referring to but it 
was the application which 1 submitted on Friday, the subject of which 
was that the Tribunal should aako the ordor that ?rofos3er Hoorlein bo 
oxcused free constant police supervision during tho tine of his illness. 

THE FRESID3\T: I understand n<»r rhat you refer to and you uay be 
assured that you aro free to ssua your plans alo :» that lino* That 
ordor rdll be mado. 


HHCn von dor !13H>S - Itosu- od 


0I2JCT iihi:h»TIOK (Continued) 
BY DTI. HOPFILUH (Counsel for dof v. u*.;.t von aor Yoydo): 


Q. Dri von der Hoyds, bofore the rocoss ;ro woro discussing tho 
rocr.ost raado to you by "’ilholaetrasse with r os pact to tho infom-.tion 
pertaining to generally :r.orr. oconoric rattors. boro thoro quostions 
inebuded which perhaps night .*ivo consfcxtutou socro-s of ;~-7, Farbon 
or tlio entire chordcal -ndust.*;-: 

A. No, Disclosuro of any plant socrots, of N.r-7, of Farben, was 
novor asked for and would novor have boon surroidoroo by no. Horo vo 


wore concernod with natorial ub.ch was gonerally laicwn to anyono who 


was interestod in oconctacs andoconooic politics; it particularly 
concerned questions with rospoct to natters of ciiordcal industry from a 
financial or production point of view. Theso were matters which wore 


kncr.m by every exporti 


Q. Bo that as it may. 


at eny rate, you wore a renber of tho Berlin 


NJ-7 agency, were you not’ Did you not have tho fooling that, oven taking 
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into consideration tho baxnleesaoss of tlveso -yioations, scraobody of 
irf-7 had to infora you about thoo? 

A. I already said that vor~ soon after this order I inforircd Dr. 
Krueger about it. That happonod almost autonatically bocauso of tho 
fact that I was not a financial export and I had to inform Dr. Krueger 
becauso, firstly, ho was the deputy plant loador and, secondly, ho was 
tho head of tho Central Pinanco Department. That scans that ho was tho 
personality in Berlin N* —7 who could inform no about natters with respect 
to trhich I was not an export. 

Q. Did Dr. Druogor at an;* tino oxpross tho dosiro that somo 
questions pertaining to N.f-7 on Far bon or tho ontiro choaical industry 
woro bottor not to bo answered? 

A. I don't recall Dr. Kruogor havinj said to uo diroctiy that 
tho roply to this or that quost.on -is not desired by him. Howevor, I 
did have tho improssion on a few occasions th*t ho ras rather reticent 
with respect to anstrorlng sore ruostions. 

f.. And what did you do in a case like that? 

A. I transmitted tho answors in tho sane way as I rocoivod thorn. 

Q. And now a porsonal .piostion to you, Jfr. von dor Hoydo; whon you - 
ropliod to thoso quostions did you consider yourself a member of tho 
SD? tfhat was your inprossion of your own position? 

A. I novor considered cysolf as a ooobor of tho SD for tho siftplo 
roason that Do. ELlors of tho Industrial Department never issuod any 
ordor to oa. I was always tolophoned to and askod to como. If I was 
provonted to como at tho time, I always said so, and did not go. I wan 
novor thon urgod to come. Apart from that, this -uostioning, this 
obtaining of information happened at such irregular intervals and so 
very rarely that I could never entertain the thou Jit of being a mcnfcor 
of tho SD- 
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Q. How would you then designate tho position v.hich you held? 

A. At that time I considered ^rsclf to to tho infomation agont 
to industry and economy. . Todn- I know that I oust have bolongod to that 
lar-c number of "V" son i.ho wore assigned to tho 3D. They woro called 
either "honorary assistants" or "V" men—confidential men. 

Q. Dr. von dor Hoydo, you said toot you gave such information on 
vory rare occasions, or on comparatively rare occasions. Would you 
porhaps specify how often that occurred and during what poriods of time? 

A. At tho tioo sy aorvicos wore used — n»st frequently — arxi I 
think that was in 1930—I was tolophonod to twico a wook on tho avorago. 
That, howovor, varied. It was nocossary from tioo to tioo, whonovor a 
quostion was to bo put to no or nhonevor- soao inforxaation was dosirod. 

It happened onco a wook or scootimos throo or four times. Each tioo I 
hod to go to Nilholmatrasso. Or. Ellers had largo charts thoro, and ho 
mostly put a singlo quostion to oo, such as; "Do you know anything about 
this industry, or that ontorpnso?" Thoso noro in ovory coso factual 
^aostiens. 

Q. .toro you always ablo to ensnor thoso .-uostions ionodiatoly, or 
did you have to go homo first and find out? 

A. I alruady said toforo that I had onV* boon in “orlin for somo thing 
over ono yoar. Sinco, ir. addition, I was not an expert in tho financial 
and economic-political field, I could only in vory rare caso3 give my 
roply immediately. in most casos I discussed with Dr. Ellers i.hatovor ho 
\*antod to know. Thon I oithor obtainod notorial about that matter from 
tho VOTI or from another department of tlio ontor.iriso. Sonwtimos I askod 
Dr. Druogor and received scoo information from another department. Having 
gathorod tho information, I too!; it to tho SD. 

Q. All this has toon a long tiao ago, but in spite of that can 
you remember any specific quostion in order to oa!;o this vory cl oar? 

A. Porhaps I might clarify that matter by citing a caso from a 
sorer/hat later period. Ono day Dr. Eilors asked :~o r/hat connoction tho 
: (otallgcsollschaf t Frankfurt iud with Far ton. Dr. Silers told mo that in 
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tho caso of the l&ttall^osollschaft Frankfurt wo v.-cro concerned vdth a 
n^r: appointment of tho Vorstand, and that a Voratand mcabor was to bo 
aont to tho ”otallgc3oll3chaft by Far ben. I was not informed about tho 
relationship botnuon tho liotaligosollschaft and Farbon. Thu Uctallgos- 
ollschaft as such was not even known to lo. 

I discussed this matter irith Dr. Kruogor. I related tho affair 
to him, and ho at first gave ao tho oatorial information portnining to 

0 0 

this matter. Simltanoously, however, ho askod co to discuss those 

• • • • 

mattors with Dr. Silora, and lator with his succassor, rho was Ohlondorf, 
and to ask him what the desires of tho $D Vain Offico woro with respect 
to tho now appointment of tho Vorstand for Uiu kctallgosollschaft. Tho 
rosult of this conversation with Ohlondorf at the tioo was that tho 
Gauloitor at Frankfurt, Profossor ^Lohr, oxpressod tho dosiro that 
Farbon would appoint oithor no Vorstand at all into tho Itotallgosoll- 
schftft or that Parbon was at least not to rocoivo tho chairmanship in 
Vorstand of Motallgoaollschaft. 

Q. 1ft*. Sprochor Just pointod out to oo that Luohr was a Gauwirt- 
schaftsborator (Cau economic advisor). 

A. Yos, I bog your pardon; he was not a Gauloitor. That was iry 
mistake. 

Q. Is it corroct that after this inquiry you found out that tho 

Party triad to attack Farbon tlirough tho cwdiuu of tho SD? 

• . • 

A. Yoo, that is correct, but I alroady said that that happened 
much lator. This ease nay have occurrod at tho ond of 193C, as far ns 
I rcrxnbor. 

During tho first part of tv vol_e'oorat*on uith tho SD I did not 
know tho reasons or tho background as to why I should rjivo information on 
a cortain mattor. But in this caso of tho Uatall 0 osollschaft, as a rosult 
of ny conversation with tho officials of tho SD, it had bocomo clear to 
mo why tho quostion was put at all portaining to tho relationship botwoon 
tho IStallgosollschaft and Farbon. In this caso of tho liotallgcsollschaft 
I reported to Dr. Kruogor that tho G^uwirtschaftsborator (Gau economic 
advisor) Luchr of Frankfurt had tho intontion to appoint a Party man. 
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Avicni into tho Vorstand of the i;o tallgosollschaft find that for that 

reason no was opposed to parben having any share in tho composition of 

tho new appointnont of tho Uotallgcscllschaft Vorstand. 

Tho conscquonco was that Dr. Krueger asked the son-in-law of Dr. 

Bosch, Dr. Kissl, to go to Borlin, who was choson for that position by 

Farbon, and ho thon asked as to codiato for a conversation botwocn Kissl 

and Ohlcndorf. At that tiao I went to tho SD liain Offico with Dr. Kissl 

to sco Ohlondorf, and during tho conversation between thoso two gontlomon 

I could obsorvo haw strong tho aniaosity and t;>o opposition rrr.s on tho 

part of tho SD Main Offico to-.ard Parben. Ohlondorf at tho tiro, upon 

tho initiative of Prof. Luehr, tried to convince Kissl that tho propor 
f % 

Vorstand acraber for tho IfetalTjcsdlschaft would bo that Party membor, 
Avioni, and ho askod that parben should koop out of tho I'bta'.lgosollschaft. 

J* * m* m 

Q. Mr. von dor Hoydo, no havo gone rat v ar far into your field of 

• • * 

activity, and you ccntiorvjd tho nat^i GilondorY Aon nalting : , our explanation. 
This is a now naan; up to no-.: ro have hoard only 2ilors, and now \>o hoar 
tho naoo of Ohlondorf. ilhou of tho SD aid you cone to know, c.s far as 
you renoabor? I night oven itc ludo tho ontiro S3 an ray quostion. 

A. As fir as I roaocfcjr, I not at tho SD liin Offico Dr. Luohr, 
with whoa I had curront dealings. Thon after tho cdddlo of 1938j whon 
Dr, Eilors was transforrod to Vienna, I not Ohlondorf, and then lator an 
official. Dr. Ji»y. . 

Q. Did you ovor moot non liko Pohl, Hinnlor, Hitler, or othor 
Highor SS or Party functionaries? 

A. No. 

Q. Ur. von dor Heydo, up to net/ uo discussed what tho inquirios 

wore which noro diroctod to you by the SD and to :<hich you roplied. Did 

it over occur that you were approached by another dopartuent, let us say, 

NT-7, to intervene on behalf of persecuted persons? 

A. Yes, that started very soon aftor tho boginring of 1938. Dr. 

Krueger at tho beginning of 1938 asked as to intc;~vcreon behalf of tho 

• • 

onigration of Prof. Fluchthcin, rho was a Jewish advisor of Farben, with 
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rospoct to his emigration froa Gorrany And with which ho h-d not boon 
successful. 

- .* r • • • • 

I visited Prof, plcchthoic twice and I than discussed his troubles 

with Frof. ELlors and then Ohlondorf of tho SD !iin Office. 
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In tho case of Prof. Plcchthcia I nanagod to succeed in jotting 
tho approval for his journey out of Germany. Ho uas to attend a coj\fcr¬ 
one a of tho I.G. ChesLo Basel, about which aontion luus boon aado in a 
Prosecution document, Exhibit 1027, NI-8498, Prosecution Book 50, Goman 
pago 66, This is tho conforcnco at Basol on tho 31st of torch, 1938. 

At that time I aanagod to persuade Eilors that it ws nocossary for 
Farben to sond Prof. Flochthoin to attend this conforcnco at Basol. 

Prof. Flochthoin thon novor returned to German}'. 

Q. Wasn't that dangorous for you? Couldn't Eilors or Qhlondorf 
suspoet you on that ground? 

A. That Prof. Flochthoin did not uant to cooo back to Go many 
was not told no in that djfinito way. I suspected it, but with o cloar 
ctx-.scionco I could ask that tho SD give its pomlssion for his Journoy 
to Basol only. I didn't really know about anything olso. 

Q. You said you suspected it. That noans that you •ttturlly had 

nothing against his not returning' 

• • ♦••• 

A. No; on tho contrary, th-.t was uy d-s.ro. If Prof. Flochthoin 
had clroady decided on that courso, I ranted to holp him. 

Q. Could you perhaps toll tho Tribunal of other cases ''hero you 
woro used in that rospoct? 

A. Arc you roforring to eases whoro Jews or Jonish craployoos of 
Farben woro assisted in getting permission for thoir emigration? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Roll, thor. was a nunbor of casos during tho subsoquent period. 

There provailod tho tordoncy in Farben to assist the Jewish cnploycos 

of Farben and thoir friends as far ns possible in their emigration. A 

largo number of such casos has already been mentioned in the Dofenso 

documents, in such casos, as far as tho SD was able to help, tho 

Practical work had to be done by soojbody, and in many cases that was 

1. From memory I could new mention the case of Professor figgart. Ono 

day, upon tho instigation of Dr. G~ Jewski, as he told rac, Professo? 

Sjgcrt visited me,' whoa T h'd not knoTi up to that time. Prof. Ilggort 
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wor!:od in Bittcrfcld, whore he was a director there end ho told mo 
that his wifo was Jewish and he had considerable difficulties as a 
result. Ho intondod, ho said, to go abroad. Ho said that ho hoard 
that I had some connections with the SD Ifcin Office, and ho thoroforo 
as!:od no to intervene on his behalf with rcspoct to his emigration. 

Prof. Eggort visited oo twice or throe tisws and, in the sauo nay as 
in tfco Flcchthcim caso, I intervened on his bohalf with tho SD IMn 

Office. However, I had no success in that caso. I did not succeed in 

• ♦ 

obtaining tho approval for ’'rof. "g-ert's oni-ration. 7 nevor hoard • 

• • • 

anything again lator, but I lawn no*/, however, from documents horo that 
thanlcs to Dr. Gajawski's efforts and thanks to thoholp of tho SD liin 
Offico, Prof. Eggort and his wifo had experienced no harm up to tho 
ond of tho war. 

Q. Now, if you know of any other cases would you plea so oontion 
thorn vory brio fly without going into details? 

A. Thoro was another caso, tho caso of Dr. liay. That happonod 
in tho socond half of 1939, as far os I romcobor. Dr. Tor Ucor askod 
mo to intorvono with SD Ifcin Offico on bohalf of tho emigration of Dr. 
May who had boon working at r/olfon. Dr. Tor Uoor and I wont to Ohlondorf 
togothor at that tioo and triod to persuade hin that Dr. Uay was not, 
a3 Ohlondorf thought, a boorur of socrots (Goheimistraogor). Tho word 
"boarer of socrots" (Gohoimnistraogcr) reforrod to persons who in somo 
way or othor woro acquainted with secret processes or patents and whoro 
it was foarod that if tho so porsons tr-.vclcd abroad they would transmit 
the l:nowlcdgo of those socret toccsscs ~nd patents. Unfortunately, wo 
did not succeed in obtaining tho emigration permit for Prof. liay. But 
wo could prevent Dr. Ity's arrest. This afforded him an opportunity to 
escape free Germany illegally. Lore over, I oi w i.t mention tho eases Suhr, 
Klatt, Potrich, Louts, and others. 

As time went on, it was si .own that not only important non of Farben 
askod co to intorvono as far as tho SD Uain Offico was conccrnod, but in 
tho N»f-7 agency and in othor age .ices, too, this was talked about. 
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Dr. Klatt came to ne fror. the 7CTT, nho was a Jew or half-Jen, and asked 
ay advice, whether it vould be ..ossible for hln to get an emigration 
per:dt. He asked ne what to do. After having obtained tho necessary 
information pertaining to his case, after having investigated as to 
whether it would be possible to set the pernit for him, I had to advise 
hin to rather try and cross Germany's frontiers illegally. 

Q. I wanted to ask you what was meant by the tern you used "Gruene 
Grenze," but I found out that the interpreter found the right translation. 

What you oean by that is an illegal crossing of the borders? 

A. Yes, we called it "going over the green border." That means 
gcin3 over the border without having received permission. 

Dr. Klatt one day actually escaped to Switzerland and is today, as 
I heard after the war, a high ay*icultural advisor of the British Military 
Government. As far as I knew, lie was ny only colieaguo in N./-7. Ho was 
an agricultural expert with the VCflX* 

Q. Now, Dr. von der Heyde, w# have non discussed the positive port 
of your connection with the S'). let r* now turn to the negativo part. 

I shall now put the eccnocdc .-e. orts which you tr-rsrltted to them only 
on the third place, as it were. The SD naturally also asked you for 
political conduct certificates and other ro.-orts, which they, wanted to 
exploit for spying purposes and against some people. During your entire 
activity and during the entire time you wero connected with the SD, did 
you ever make such political or personal conduct reports? 
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A No, nevor. I was novcr asked for then, and I would have 
refused giving any such personal conduct reports. 

Q Did you report any persons to then, or did you supply any 
material for such purposes? 

a Ho, nover. 

H if I now draw up a balance sheet, so to spe^k, what exactly 
was it you gave to the SD positively? 

A At first, whon the industrial and oconcoic department hen 
only very little material, I think that I consitutod the convenient 
information source for that department. By "convenient'* I mean that 
tho departaont could have easily inquired at also the economic groups 
^eicj agencies, etc., about those nattors, though no, howover, the 
SD Main Office, that is to say that the industrial and economic depart¬ 
ment of that office, r *civcd such reports in n much oasior way. 1 
boliove that this supply of inforantlon, actually located in tho house 
of the SD, nonnt c very convenient chan:cl for iir. Eilers of tho SD. 

At a later date,that is during tho second half of 1938, whon 
the olenentary instruction as 1 used to designate it, wns no longor 
nccossary, tho aa-xmt of information I gave to the industrial department 
of the S.r. wps such suallor than tho information requested from then. 
That was the rrason why Dr. Eller's and especially Ohlendorf's attitu¬ 
de towards no, became cooler and cooler. In 1939, in particular, 

I gained the impression thaV^jlondorf folt suspicious towards me, and 
theroforo I was less and loss successful with ay applications to him. 

Q Ur. 7on der Heyde Ohlcndorf was a cross-examination witness 
before this Tribunal, and I raked him, accenting to Transcript nag® h,521 
about your signature significance. He said that you had such littlo 
significance that, "I", Ohlcndorf* attached no value in giving him 
tij$c f or conferonce with me". Can you say anything about that opinion 
as it was voiced by Ohlcndorf about you? 

A No, that was in accordance with what I remember. I my well 
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understand that I, in ay opinion, as a sinplu employee, was not abio 
to offer ouch to Ohlondorf, and for that reason I felt that he was dis¬ 
inclined to further collaboration with me. 

Q The Prosecution, Mr. von dcr Hoydo, has submitted one or 
two documents frea ycur personal card indsx, according to which you had! 
been prceotcd in tho SS. How wore you promoted, and liiat did such proiuo- 
tion mean to ycu personally. 

W From 1933 to 1936, at Mannhoin, I was promoted to the rank 
of H auptc her fuehrer. Dm Cavalry Unit 7 at Uannheim, as I explained it 
before, had been newly established, all of the people there held no rank 
they were all new. Tho Senior ones prenoted scoewhat quicker to the 
rank of Ktuptcharfuol^-jr. When, in 1936, I was given leave of absenco 
from the Cavwlry Unit No. 7, it had been agreed that two or three of 
my comrades woro to bo promoted to Untershcarfuehrer, 

Q *hat is on intersturmfuohrer as a corparablo rank to a Wohrnwcht 

rank? 

A That is a Lieutenant it corresponds to a Lieutenant. Thon I 
was promoted to a Untersturafuehrcr in January 1938 in Berlin. I 
thought that that was a natural consequence of my promotions in the 
Reitorstura, Cavalry Unit, in Mannheim. I only found out hero that 
alledgedly Ohlcndorf was to have played a part in my promotion in 
Berlin. It was cy impression at the time that this was tho promotion 
which was already discussed at Mannheim, which only caught up with no 
in Borlin. 

In September, 1939, 1 was promoted to the rank of Oborsturm- 

fuchrer, and in J?nuury 19U1, to tho rank of Hauptsturmfunhrer. Theso 

two promotions did not appear to be remr-rkablo to me in ary way. This 
• • • 
means a natural continuation of ay prcaotiros, and on tho other hand, I 

had been registered in tho SD Main Offico as nbwehrbeauftrcgter of 

Berlin W 7 and I only considered to be a prcuoticn which the SD - 

Main Office desired on the basis of cy function as an Abwehrbeautragtor. 


12428 


26 Apr.U8w>-<}J-l8->-St3wart- 
Court 6 case 6 

The registration aa an Abwehrbeauftragtur was not made in the 
industrial Department of Ellers and Cfclendorf. It had nothing to do 
with then. Tho industrial department of which I spdce boforc, and 
ay activity in that department had nothing to do with ny position 
as Abwehrbeaugtragtcr. 

Q Vcn der rt cyde, I also acked Ohlondorf before this Tribunal, 
when cross-examining hln, on page 1 , 1 * 21 , what ho knew about your 
promotions: He scid that ycu were his V-nan, his confidential man, 
and oinco ho cruld not pay you in tho same way as all of tho other V- 
oen, he sr.ys, end I quote: "The only thing wj could of for our V-«uen, 
and particularly since von der Heyde looked vxy smart in hia unifom 
and r apart fran that was an Abwehrbcauf trig tor, it was our opinion that 
it would be a nice gesture on our part, to promote him to tho rank of 
Haigjtsurafuohror, bee cose at that time the rank of a Hauptstu’rmfuolircr 
did not yot hebu that significance which it had roceivod ho re today". 

You have explained scccwhat this testimony of Ohlondorf. What 
I want to know now is this, did you frequently wear this SS unifom? 

A He, I night say that according to uy boat recollection, fran 
1937 to 1939, I only wore tho uniform on two occasions. 

Q hr . von der ^eyde, Ur. Ohlondrrf discusses tho s ignifienneo 
of the rank of a Hjuptaturafuehror. I do not want to discuss this rank 
here in ary way, but I want to ask you quite personally, wero you 
very proud of this promotion? 

fc Mo, as a Reserve Officer, I did not take seriously tho woarii^ 
of a uniiora in any organisation, or any promotion in any organisation, 

Q <«ould you perhaps explain that; wha * do you mean did not take 
it seriously? 

A The rank in an organisation - Cor instance the rank as 
a Haupsturnfuchrer in tho SS seemed never ccsjxirable to no, os to tho 
rank of a Captain in the Wehrmcht, in tho Araod Fcrccs. I always had 
the feeling that it was merely a pseudo rank, - that is, that more 

* as tried to expressed with it, than really was behind it. 
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W You yourself were already an officer in the Vchnaacbt? 

A Yes, I was reserve of fieori 

Q Now, **r, vonficr Heyde, I should now liko to revert to your 

position in tho enterprise,, You said that you itorean ecplayee of U\1 7 

• > 

Now we know that in 1938, or 1939, you boc.-uae a Handlungsbevollmaechtigtcr. 


Would you please give us the date? 


A As far as I know that was Kay, 1939. I do not know tho 
exact date. 1 an sure that it was in thospring of 19)9. 

Q Mr. von dor Heyde, we have beth discussed hw* this word 
Handlungsbevoilmacchtigtcr was to be translated into Envlirh. Toll me 


what you consiaor to be the correct translation of that expression? 

A In nqr opinion the Ocraan expression "H.-ndlxogsbovollmechtigtei* 
is a subject to misunderstanding. Handlungsbovollmaochtigtor is An 
ooployeo who is authorised to sign on behalf of his fir*, bit only 
for tho 6cecalled petty, ninor correspondence, - that is to any ; tho 
internal corrcapcndenca within tho fire, ami also the second signs tor 
for tho counter signature of lottors which wi.ru not logally binding f"r 
the enterprise. Tho liandlungsbovollsaochtigtor was not, accordingly 
ontered in the Trado lister as was done in tho caao of the p rokuriat 
The Handlungsbovollnaechtigter signed on the s trength of tho authority 
given to hin by his enterprise only. 

Q Now how can you explain the fact tnat you became °andlungsbo- 
volloaechtigtor Mr. von der Heyde? 

A In 1939, I had been with Parbcn foj» over 13 years. I wnc activo 
in the Economic Political Department, and there I was the Senior F t rbon ' 
nan. Throe of then ny colleagues had become Hrtndlungsbevclliaaechtigtcr 
before ne, and all other experts of WIPC, as time progressed, received 
this position. This hid been intended already at the time. 
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Q, Now, nr. voi) der Heyde, up to the beginning of the war, in 
Septeober, 1939, would you give oe a short suaaary of your activity in 
NV 7? 

Q,. At the outbreak of the war I once had under ne the technical field 

# 

of work of Nitrogen and Agriculture. That was ay field of work as an expert. 
In addition, as of the 1st of January 1939, I dealt with the field 
Wehrwirtschaft (Military eeoneejr). 5 hat the naae of the Deoartoent 
which was foraed on the first of Jeanary 1939, and which Included activities 
'•1th respect to deferoents as well as ay function as an Abwehr representative 

As of the 1st of January 1939, ay associate, Ik. Ruediger, was in that 
deoartoent. In addition, as I hove already explained, I had ny Abwehr 
functions. I was the Abwehr representative of Berlin N 1 ' 7, and in addition 
I had to aaintaia connections with the SD onin office. I think that will 
give you a cocplete survey of ny position. 

<Mr. von der Heyde how did the situation change aftor tho outbroak 
of the war; at first with resoect to the professional and technical fidld 
of work? 

A. After the outbroak of the war, uy tasks in the technical field ^ 
decreased ever noro, foreign trodc decreased, export of nitrogen wns no 
longer possible, and the treatnent of agricultural econcnic Questions . 
within the fraaowork of foreign trade, was also ros&rlctod; that meant 
that the significance of the -epartnent for Agriculture and Nitrogon lost 
its significance. The departaent War *conc*jy. in particular the Ques¬ 
tion of defernonts became oore inportant outbreak of the war. Every 
plant lendor was interested in safeguarding the nocessory personnel whloh 
vas essential, for the plant, froa being drafted intc the 'ehrnacht. 

On the other hand, the activity of the Abwehr, reaained the same during 
the war, but regulations became more stringent, and the control in the 
factories was tightened up. 

Mr. von der Heyde, I cuitc understand that in the field of defora 
your field of work increased, but did your position change too? Did you 
receive any authority to sake decisions or did you sBaain the sane offic 
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that you were before the war? 

A. I fas just the ease expert that I was before the warj oy work only 
changed with respect to the relationship between ny technical field of 
work as an expert and ay former side line, that is dofermonte and Abwehr, 

% You are mentioning the word, "Abwehr*. Eow about the field of 
Abwehr, counter-intelligence? Until the beginning of the war you were 
the Abwehr representative only for BV 7; how about after the war, - I 
sean after the beginning of the war? 

A. After the outbreak of the war I remained Abwehrbeaufbragtor for B” 7 
as before; only in the spring of 1940 that situation changed, when the 
Office A was set up in Berlin. 

<*. How did that happen? 

A. The Abwehr Department of the CKV asked all of the largo onterprisos 
in Germany, at the tiae, who had a nuaber of plants dispersed through the 
Reich, to set up a central office, to appoint a sain Abwehr reprosentatlvo, 
Hauptabwehrbeauftragter, who was to maintain uniformity with reopoct to 
the Abwehr measures in all plants. As in the case of all othor enter¬ 
prises in Germany, the government asked that Farben, too, appoint ao 
Abwohrbeatif trngjor. As a conseouence of this order Dr. Schneider was 
appointed as the Hauptabwehrbeauftragter for Farben. Since Dr. Schneider, 
however, did not have his residence in Berlin, where the CKV Abwehr woo, 
but in Leuna, the Abwehr Berlin demanded that a liaison office be sot 
up which -mas the Office A. Dr. Schneider then incorporated the Office 
A, into the building of the Berlin »V 7, although, however, the Office A 
had nothing to do with Berlin BV 7. Two experts wero to be employed at 
the Office A, one for the technical sector of Farben,that la for tho 
producing plants, and one for the Commercial agencies of Farben. For that 
pnrpose, those two representatives were usod who were Available in tho 
locality of BV 7. It was the technician, Ih-. “iecknann, who up to then 
had been the Abwehr representntive of the Varnittlungsstelle V, and for 
the commercial sector it was I who up to that tine had been the Abwehr 
reprewentativc of Berlin KV 7 . 
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<• Wd you ask that this position be assigned to you? 

4. So, in the sene was as Ik. Zieckeann, I was appointed. 

■w Jor how long did you work in the Office A? 

A. Froo the spring of 1940 until Septan bar, 1940, when I was drafted 
into the Vehraacht, as far as responsibilities were concerned. After 
I was drafted into the Vehraacht, I stayed for sots tlae, I think until 
the niddlo of 1941, in order to train Dr, Suadlgar, who was to became 
ny successor. And, also I was in the Ifehraa.ht, I helped in a n-nber 
of cases. 


I 
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Dr, yoa der H*yde f you said that free Septenbcr 1940 — tho doy you 
were draft ad -- until snrlng of 1941, you trained your successor. Dr. 
Suedlger, You don't really need five nonths, do you, even In difficult 
cases? lihy did it take so long? 

A. Veil, froa the 5th of Septenher 1940 onvnrd, I was a soldier, that 
Is, I had to do nilitary service which took up ny tine. I only had 
enough tine to train ay successor in the evening after service was over, 
or sonetlnes I did that when I was on leave for half a day or an entire 
day when I was givon leave of absence froa ny post of duty. At the nost, 

I had a few hours per week at ny disposal to train ny successor. 

I should like now to revert to the half a year when you actually 
worked in the Office A, What actually were yow duties as the exoort in 
the cocnerciel field? 

A. I already sold that the sain Abwehr representative and his Offioo 
A had to safeguard the unlforatly of the counter-intelligence nnttoro in 
all the plants of Farben. In the connerclal agencies the counter¬ 
intelligence—the Abwehr—oeant sonething relatively now. I nentlonod 
that bofore, when discussing ay tasks as Abwehr representative in Berlin 
MV 7. In 1940, the Abwehr issued directives and regulations for tho 
first tine for the execution of Abwehr neasures in connerclal and 
administrative enterprises. My task, as an expert in Office A, was to 
tronsnit these guiding principles to the local Abwehr representatives 
of Farben, who now and afterwards still were held responsible for their 
6 wp Abwehr neasures. I had to transmit and to explain to then these new 
regulations, and I had to discuss with then whether those Abwehr nvoasuros 
suitable and practical or whether they would perhaps render looossibls 
or disturb the work in the factories. In Office A, I merely had to 
deal with basic aucstions of Abwehr within tho fresevork of Farben. 

<• Mr. von der keyde, during cross exaninatlon — I don't rene^ter 
what cross examination—but at any rote the prosecution has euboitiod \ 
i-xhibit 1905, Docuoent SI-11075 * N 
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A. That was the cross examination of Dr. Schneider. 

These are ninutes of a conference which you attended and whero you 
made acae statements and where Abvehr was discussed in the coscercial 
field. It was done in a very colorful way. Did you draw up all that? 

How did you work in that field at the tine? 

A. Some tine after the office A had been set up, OCV Abvehr No. Ill 
asked for a meeting of all local Abvehr representatives of Farben and of 
the Office A in order to explain the regulations issued by the experts of 
Office A. it was Dr. Diecknann's task and nine to explain to the local 
Abvehr representatives of Farben what the new directives were and how 
they were to be understood with respect to the various plants which the 
men hnd to supervise in their capcclty as Aufsichtsabwehrbenuftrngte. 
Exhibit 1905, NI-11075 shows that I node a stateoent concerning tho security 
police activity of tho Abvehr representative. That is pago 5 of that 
Document, paragraph 4. Tho prosocution has subnitted in addition tho 
directives for tho security police activity of the Abwehr roprosontntlvos; 
that is, Exhibit 163, NI-2883, *ook VI, pago 116 English, 184 German. 

one compares thoso two docunonts , one sees very clearly that, at tho 
tine when I nado ay statement, it was only a reoitition of the official 
directives. I refer you to page 6 of Exhibit 163 where the sane expression* 
are being used os on page 5 of Exhibit 1095. In both cases, montion is 
' made, and I quote, "of the unrest among the enployoeo (political^- strike 
incitement, atrocity propaganda, etc.)." 

Having given ne this explanation, would you answer one specific 
Question? Vhat you have said about this docunent, Mhibit 1095, wae that 
a verbatim or a cost wrbatim iresentation of tho directives given to 
you by your superior authorities in your capacity as Abvehrbeauftragter 
and which wore to be passed on the plant Abvehr reoresentativos? 

A. Yes. As is shown by this example, I wanted to express that we 
received mimeographed or printed directives from the Abwehr agencieo and 
that it wa»« our job to transmit these directives to the local Abwehr 
repscsentatives and to explain those to them 
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^ Another ~e«tion, hr. von der Heyde. In your capacity aa Abvehr- 
beauftregter of W 7 daring the tin* up to the war. had you anything 
to do vith foreign worker* or concentration canp imates? 

A.. No, never. 

But n0v » after tha var . ca* you reaeaber now whether froo tho 
beginning of the war until you wore drafted into the "ehroacht, that io 
Septeaber 1940, either in your capacity a* Abwehrbeauftragor of NV/7 or in 
your capacity an expert in the cccaercial *ector of Office A, that ie no 
the repreaentative of the Kauptabwehrbeaoftragter of Jarben, you had 
anything to do with concentration cono innate*, foreign worker*, or 
oriaoner* of war? 

A. No, novor. In Berlin NV/7, we neither had foreign worker* nor 
priaoner* of war, and naturally no concentration canp innate*. In tho 
aaln conbine and cocaorcial enterprise* of Farben, a* far a* I know, thore 
were no worker* of that kind at all. That i* why I had never anything 
to do with these categories. 

“5. Can you explain bow that case about? 

A. You neon that wo never had anything to do with prieonoro of var? 

Su Ye*, the war atarted in Septeober 1989. 

A. Well, but in the sale* coobine* of Farben, I nover saw a *ingle 
prisoner of war or a .ingle foreign worker. I don't believe that aay 
*uus torkere were eaployed thore. 

% Now, hr. von der H*yde, in Septeaber 1940, you were drafted to 
the Vehrnacht. Did you ask to be drafted or did you hnj?e to go or could 
you have roouested to be exeooted, or how was it. 

A. At that tine I was very pleased about having been drafted Into the 
array. I could have got a defernent but the change in ny sohore of work 

a 

ao .it occurred as a result of the outbreak of war, didn't ileaae ae wry 
nuch. I already said that ny technical field of work decreased to n 
greater extent as a result of the conditions of war. On the other hand, 
also as a result of the conditions of war I was aore and nore diverted 

A • 
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on to a Aide-track; that la to say, I was pushed Into a aide lino which 
did not represent ny profession at all. It^had to do with counter¬ 
intelligence work and with deferaenta and exenotiona. That ia why I 
didn't particularly enjoy ay work. I neversatudied counter-intelllgenco 
and I r.«»r becase a doctor for defementa. I was an agricultural expert 
and I could only exercise ay work in that rosoect to a wry nodeet extant. 
That ia why I gratefully welcooed ay being drafted into the Wehrnacht, 

TEE PRESIDES?: It'a tine to riee for the receaa. 

(A recess was taken.) 
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TOE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is again In session. 

TOC PBKSIDE2IT: Dr. Hoffmann, before you resume. Judge Hebert 
has an annauiceccpt to pake on behalf of the Tribunal. Just for a very 
short timo. 

JUDGE HEIGHT: This announcement, I believe, will clarify some 
of the matters which no discussed this morning. 

The Tribunal wishes to place on r jeord certain decisions which 
have been reached following a conference hold Inst week with Dr. Dlx and 
Dr. Gierlichs os representatives froo defense counsel. These remarks 
will also b« apolicabln to the shcedule for the presentation of the 
remaining evidence, which schedule has also been considered by the 
Tribunal. 

Thu Tribunal has agreed, at the request of the defense, to allow 
two additional drys to the defense for oral argument. It is understood 
that this decision will sake it possible for tha defense to cover in 
their argumonte the qonoral matters of defense applicable to all tho 
defendants and that it will facilitate tho division of argumont tine 
among the defense counsel. Tho Tribunal informed representatives of 
defense counsol that it was unwilling to extend the date previously 
set for the closing arguments. Howevor, the Tribunal has agreed to 
assist in working out anaiditional p riod of approximately one week for 
counsel to have tino for work on their briefs. This can be accomplishad 
by completing all of tho evidence by May 12 instead of the original 
completion date of May 19, as was previously indicated. If tho evidence 
should be completed before May 12, counsel will also have that addi¬ 
tional time. Additional time for work on preparation of the briofs 
is also provided by changing the date for the submission of the briefs 
to June 2, which is the date.set for the beginning of the closing argunents. 

To make the natter entirely dear, the following is stated: 

1. All evidence included, should bo presented before the conclu¬ 
sion of the trial day Uay 12. This date applies also to the cvidenco 
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now being taken before the Coasissioner. Counsel are requested especial¬ 
ly to note this phase of the statement in order that the attention of 
the Tribunal any be directed to any nattors which the Tribunal should 
refer to the Coeoissioner^ 

The oral a r gun on t will begin on Wednesday, June 2, 1968. By 
that date, tlic closing briefs of both the prosecution and the defense 
sust be filed. The briefs for the defense will be translated and proces¬ 
sed during tho period devoted to oral argument* 

3* The closing arguimmt or final pleas mist be submitted not 
later than ton days prior to June 2 in order that they oust be translated 
and mimeographed. H till facilitate matters if counsel who may huve 
their statements prepared prior to that date will submit when thoy aro 
availablo in tffdo*- that congestion in the processing dopartoonts may 
bo avoided to the extent possiblo. 

Also, by tho d\to set for tho filing of closing arguments, it is 
requested that Dr. Dix filo with Judge Merroll a list sotting forth tho 
order to t* followed by oach defense counsol in conducting arguments. 

This will assist in the processing of tho closing arguments should 
any congestion or shortage of time develop. 

I might also add thet from tho experience of the other Tribunals 
there is a ‘danger that more material nay bo submitted for processing 
than can poesibly be uaod in the time allotted for tho a rgumonts. This, 
of course, should not bo done for two principal reasons. It's not ! aim 
to other counsel who stay within tho tine allotted for oral arguoonts 
and it's also a great burden on the processing staff which will thortygr 
tend to delay delivery of the other arguments arri the finished 
briefs. Where this has arisen in other cases it has been necessary to oi^- 
bitrarily licit that material.' We trust that it will not be nocessary 
for this Tribunal to take any such steps and that you gentlemen will 
keep that in mind. 

Now, with regard to tho schedule for the presentation of the 
evidence, submitted by Dr. Dix, it has not been possible to adopt in all 
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of the details that schedule in tho exact fora submitted. First , cs 
was indicated this ocming, the order of presentation is controlled by 
the availability of docunents. We checkod on the documents this morning 
and it is expoctcd now that all of the documents will be available by 
the latter part of this week, so that that problem is being solvod. 

Now, secondly *ith regard to the schedule, wc no to that defense 
counsol have requested time for the presentation of ovidcnco beyond 
that allowed in the original schedule announced by the Tribunal, includ¬ 
ing tho reservations that hove been made during the presentation of evi¬ 
dence. lhe Tribunal does not feel that it is ablo at this time to 
approve requests for allotting additional time beyond that originally 
allowed. Of courao, as we proceed during tho romining trial days, 
tho Tribunal will bo glad free tine to tine to resurvey the matter and 
to mako such adjuatronts of a minor nature as nay be nocessary and proper. 

It should bo pointed out also that tho prosecution is limited 
to onoChalf day 'or tho presentation of rebuttal ovidcnco. Furthermore 
under the procedure wo have besn following, it is considered that vory 
little time, if ary, will be required for ovidonco in answer to tho 
rebuttAl evidence. 

The schedule for tho current wock and thereafter will, thuro- 
fore, bo in the following sequence: 

The coepiction of tho case for tho defendant von der Heydo. 

Then there will follow the presentation of evidence for tho 
dofondant Kucchlcr. 

Completion of the cvidcnco tten for tho defendant von Schnitilcr 
for which two-thirds of a trial days has been reserved. 

Conclusion of evidence for the dofondant Ter Moor for which ono- 
half day has been allowed. 

Then will follow the conclusion of evidence for the defendant 
Schmitz for which one.-half trial day has besn allowed. 
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This will be followed by conclusion of evidence for the defendant 
Krauch for which one trial day has been allowed. 

Then there is the natter of the conclusion of evidence for the 
defendant Lcutenschlaeger but the exact tine for the presentation of 
this evidence will have to d epend upon the availability of Dr. Pribilln 
who nay have to go to Switzerland in connection with another phase 
of the cast to be conducted by the C renis sioner. 

Then there will follow the submission of the outstanding evidnn- 
ve by various defense counsel in which respect we will follow tho sequnneo 
stated in the nerorandun supplied to tho Tribunal by Dr. Dix, and .i nono- 
randum setting fo-th this sequonce will be furnished to both prosecution 
and the defense by the Tribunal. 

It should be particularly notod with regard to this entire timo 
schedule that it is not possiblo l; specify in advance an exact calondor 
date for the beginning of all of tho remaining evidence. Counsol roast 
necessarily be prepared to a asuae the burden of bolng ready to proceed 
without interruption when their position is roached in tho scquonco 
suggested fer the further presentation of evidonco. 

The Tribunal also thinks that it would bo helpful. Dr. Dix, if 
you would, on behalf of defense counsels designate one person as tho 
proper party with whee m night coordinate such adninistration do tails 
•as ariso. In the event that there should bo any revisions or adjustments 
in the course during tho closing days of the trial, that person night 
be speedily contacted and I think you can appreciate tho fact, with 
so cany persons involved, that sectone should follow it through to tho 
last adninistrativo detail on behalf of counsel and that you night per¬ 
haps want to designate sooeone to assume that burden for you. 

ThE Pnfc'SIERyr: You-nay continue now. Dr. Hoffmann. 
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BY DR. HOFFM/UlNi 

Q.- Before the recess you said that you »rc glad to go into the 
Vehrmacht because after the outbreak of the war you had gone further and 
further away from your own professional field of agriculture and you ment¬ 
ioned in this connection the deferments and your position as Abwehrbeauf- 

tragter in NW 7 and later as the manager of the commercial sector in 
• • 

Office A. Now, i want to ask you, up to the war or up to tho year 1939 
you had a connection with the SD. Now, durii* the *r you havo not spoken 
of this connection with the SD. What about that? Did it still exist or 
not? 

A.- I have already mentioned that in tho courso of tho yoar 1939 I had 
increasingly fallen into disfavor with the men in tho SD. The coolnosa 
that I could obsorvo in the SD pcoplo had bocomo so strong at tho timo of 
the outbreak of *or that I was glad to take advantage of this opportunity 
to sovor completely ay connection with the SD. I was easily ablo to do so 
with roforenco to ay increasing duties as Abwohrboauftragtor in NW 7 and 
actually ay connection with tho SD main office gradually dropped off in 
tho second half of 1939 so that during tho war this connoction virtually 
no longer existed. I nay havo net Hay on tho stroot a few tinos and spoken 
to him, but I did not go to the SD nain offico any no re. 

Q.- Now, Mr. von dor H cyde, I should like to cooo back once roro to 
your work in Offico A with roforenco to tho few documents offered by tho 
Prosecution. I mentioned a short time ago Exhibit 1905 and tho prosecution 
at the same time in cross examination of Schneider offered Exhibit 1901,. 

That is tho document NI-14271, a document which, in ay opinion, is simi- 
lar to what you have already said about Bchibit 1905, but I still should 
lake to hear what you have to say about this, Pleaso explain Exhibit 1901,. 

A.- I oust go back a little. In 1938 I became Abvrehrbeauftragter of 
NW 7. I received ay assignment and was under orders of Department III. 

Some time later, Abwohr I, in the person of Itojor Bloch, approached me. 
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Now, in the same way during the war, especially after Office A was es- 

0 

tablished some tine after Abwehr III, Abwehr I - again Major Bloch - 
cause to us with the request that we assist the economic intelligence 

0 

service of which he was in charge by turning in information - that is, 

business correspondence that got from abroad unless it involved Farben 

0 0 

business. I, of course, saw nothing particularly reecr!:able in this. 

(].- You say "of course". Tfhy do you say that? 

• 0 

A.- I la jo r Bloch expressed the wish, before the war, to meet foreign 

• 0 * • 

representatives of Farben, perhaps five or six times, altogether, while 
I notified him perhaps ten or twelve times. In ny opinion, Major Bloch 
made this request of Farben only for the sake of convenience because it 
;ras of course possible for him, since he was in a Reich agency, to ob¬ 
tain information from the passport officials who registered foreigners 
in Gormany whore the foreigners were in wtoa he was interested and how 
to get in touch with them. It was simply for the sake of convenience that 
he made this request directly of Farben. • 

Q.- That is your opinion? 

A.- ^es, but ny opinion is based on what Major Bloch said whon he 

® • 

made his request and, to the best of ny recollection, it was only aftor 
the outbreak of war rtiile it has been said here that reports were raado 
already before the war to “ajor Bloch. 7b the best of ny recollection it 
was only after the outbreak of war that Major Bloch asked for such busi- 

0 

ness mail or business reports to be handed over to him. In this case too, 

0 

in my opinion, and according to tho best of ny knowledge at the time, this 
request was made of Farben by Major Bloch only for the sake of expediency 
because I knew that all business correspondence coning from abroad went 
through the German censorship where letters were checked and at that time 
already ~ wondered why Major Bloch did r»t get the necessary reports di¬ 
rectly from the censorship offices. I talked to him about the natter onco 
and he said to me, laughingly: "It*s simpler'this way." From the spring of 
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1940 on, k'ajor Bloch was sore and core insistent in asking for such reports. 

• 0 • 

This can be seen from the Prosecution Document, Exhibit 1927, NI-7626, 

Book 49, page 141 C-enaan text. That is ay letter to lir. von Schnitzler 

of 30 March 1940. The situation was as follows. Shortly before this letter 

was written. Major Bloch called me to a conference. Major Bloch told roe 

w JJ^at.the countex^-intelligence department of the OKW (Abwehr) had been re- 

proached by some of the .highest authorities in Germany - ho mentioned 

c oering - because the oconooic intelligence service was inadequate and the 

counter-intelligence (Abwehr) went to all the large enterprises in Germany 

with the request to gain insight Into their current foreign correspondence. 

1 was told at the timo that if business did not comply with this request 
* 

of tho Ytehrmahct, Goo ring intended to issue an order to all economic en¬ 
terprises in Germany to demand that all foreign mail still coming to Corn- 

# 

any ho turned in. Major Bloch, in answer to my question as to what 1 could 

0 

do, advised me that I infona Parben about this proposed ordor which Gooring 
was going to issue. I talked to Dr. Krueger about it and Dr. ^ruogor ad¬ 
vised me to give this inforaation to Mr. von Schnitzler in Frankfurt as 
tho head of the Cooaorcial Coenittee. That can bo seen from this letter, 

0 

page 3 of tho document rtiere it says, and I quote: "If necessary from those 
. view of tho state tho highest authorities nay make strict domands 

for cooperation. I know that many firas have already subaitted to this and 

that the authorities are particularly satisfied about the assistance given 

• 

by some economic enterprises. It is all the no re noticeable that we," that 
means Farbcn, "in tho above-mentioned cases have not complied with ary 
of tho requests which have reached us." The special wish expressed by Major 
Bloch at the time, aside from the making available of foreign correspon¬ 
dence, wa3 that Farben should pit counter-intelligence people in its foreigi 
agencies. Farben almys refused this suggestion and, in this case, it wa. 
definitely turned down again. 
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0 

Q.- Ur. von dcr H cyde, I should like to bo noro concrete. According 
0 0 

to this document, if I have understood you correctly, up to that time 
nothing had been done to this end, is that right? 

A.- Yos, that is right. That is quito obvious from the letter and that 
is as I remember it too. 

Q.- Major Bloch asked you to do sene thing to this ond? 

A.- Yes. 

Q.- And tho consecuence was this letter? 

A.- Yos. 

Q.- And when did all this happen? 

A.- On 30 March 1940. 

Q.- After tho war started? 

A.- *08. 

Q.- How, Exhibit 1904 also deals with that sane sort of report,is 
that right? 

A.- Yos, Exhibit 1904 offorod during tho cross-examination of Dr. 

Schnoider, deals with tho mooting of the Abwohrbcauftragton under the 

# 

chairmanship of Offico A on 2 May 1941. While tho first mooting, on 29 

e • 

November 1940, was called by Abwohr III, this coating in Hay 1941 was 

f00 0 

callod by Abwohr I 7ft, Major Bloch, because up to that timo, tho spring 
of 1941, Major Bloch was still dissatisfied that Farbon had not givon 
any assistance in tho economic intelligence service. A study of this doo- 
uaent shows cloarly that on all points wj arc dealing with instructions 
and requests of tho counter-intelligence dopartaont, Abwohr, — never 
a question of tho initiative of Farben. They wore claims of the countor 
intelligence which wore prosontod to Farben and which wore in the futuro 
to be complied with. 

Q.- And where did you got your directives? 

0 0 

A.- Here again, as at the first meeting in November 1940, I received 
the directives from Major Bloch and the scntenco which Mr. Sprochor quoted 
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to Dr. Schnoidor in cross-examination has remained in ay memory from that 

ti** 33 tho content of an order issued by the OKK counter-intclligoncQ 

• 

department (Abwchr), This sentence reads, and 1 quote on pago 2 of the 

0 • 0 

document, "No trips abroad, no stay abroad, no visit fren abroad, no report 
from abroad, no exchange of information or experience with foreign count¬ 
ries, without aonsidoring Mother Counter-Intolligcnco Department I W and 
its branch offices would bo interested." At that tiro tho OKW Countor In- 
tolligcnco Dopartncfit intondod to sot up tho economic intolligonco sorvico 
in Go many or to intensify it and theso directives wore airod at tho Gorman 

• a 

econonic ontorprisos in ordor to got then to cooperate, 

# 

Q.- “r. von dor Hoyde, you mjro not directly concerned with thoso 

• 0 

things, I boliovo, bocauso at that tiao you wore already in tho Wohrancht. 

1 a that right? 

0 * • • 

A.- Yes, on 30 March 1940, whon I wrote tho lottor to Ur. von Schnit*- 

lor I ms not in tho "ohrmacht yet. But as far as this rooting of tho Abwohr*- 

* 0 

boauftrogton is concomcd in kay 19U, I attended as a soldier with tho 
Armament Inspector in Borlin. I was given leave for this ono day. 

Q.- Prom tho tiro you *cro draftod until 194.1 did this happen frequent¬ 
ly? Can you toll us about how often you got loavo. 

A.- I can not give you tho nuabor of eases exactly. But as tho docu- 
ronts hero show, in tl>o tiro aftor tho outbreak of tho war I roportod 
sovon tiros at mootings of tho ’conacreial ccrsnittoo about doforronto. Thon 
I attondod those two routings of the Abwohrboauftragtcn and perhaps once 
or twice. Far ben asked ro to help out. Ono <tocuacnt has rofroshod ay memory 

000 • 

in this connection. That is Exhibit 1176, NI-1334., Book 63, German pago 4,0. 

* • 0 

That i* a record of a mail cohforcneo. Number 264,, of Borlin fW-7, of t- 

7 July 194J. At this roil conference personnel suggestions for Russia wore 

/ • * 

discussed. Schiller, Kersten and von dor Heyde were asked to draw up a list. 

I can remember that Dr. I lgner said to ro at tho tiro that the Ministry 
of Economics wanted Far ben to name saae experts who night be made available 



ror economic questions in Russia. At the same time ?Krbcn was asked to 
indicate what rank those men should receive as ackdnistrativo officials 
of the •fehrraacht. Dr. Il^ner askod mo to attend this one nail conforonco 


in order to give ay ocporiences in the ~ohrmacht with respect to the rrnk 
to be requested for those NIf-7 eaployoos. . . 

• 0 • 

Q.- Now, Ur. von dor H eydo, you mentioned that aftor the out break 
of tho war, you wero callod upon to attond meetings of tho coatnorcial com¬ 
mittee about soven times, is that right? 


Q.- About how many times was that aftor you wero in tho 'Tohrmacht? 

A.- Sevon times aftor I was in tho *ohnaacht. Aftor tho outbroak of 
war, as far as I know from tho documents, it would bo about twolvo times. 

Q.- And what was tho connection? 

A.- Just as the first tiao before tho outbroak of vnr Dr. Xruogor 
took mo to thoso KA mootings, and before thoy bogan tho egonda I reported 
on tho U question — that meant deforaents. I reportod on tho «rq>orioncos 
which wo had hod in Borlin with tho procedure of deferaonts and at tho samo 
timo I announcad what I had learned through ray connection with tho Borlin 


tohrmacht officos about future intentions of tho vfchmacht authorities re¬ 
garding tho draft, ilaturally as I wa3 in uniform I had oven bottor oppor¬ 


tunities to obtain infOnaation from tho *fohroacht authorities than boforo 


bocauso I was more or loss considorod a 


of tho 'fchmr.cht and could 


talk to tho specialists about tho question of dofonaont. and that was of 


courso very valuable for Far ben, in order to have ossention pcrsonnol 


A*- I already said that until about the middle of 1941 1 still worked 
in Office A occasionally in the evening in order ‘to help my successor 
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' ' ' . 

Ruedigor to get acquaintod with tho work. In addition to that I reported 

to tho KA mootings about deferments until about Pobrunry 1942 — £hat 

* / * . l ' - 

ncans that I spent half a day, or if the KA mooting raa in PrtnkfuH, a 

wholo day, during which time I was on lcavo from tto ^ohnaacht, and in 

% 

the thiid.place I attended these two mootings of tho Abuehrboeufti'ngton 
called by Offico A. In Fobrunry 1942 ny association with Farbon finally 
stopped complotoljr. 
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Q, Then you were transferred to other agencies of the Wehrnr.cht and 
had no opportunity to get leave froa this service even for a day, is that 
right? *. . • 

A, Yes, that is right. I was originally drafted in the reserve 
Insoectorate of Berlin. I was a center of Infantry Reginent 9, in Potcdca 
hut I was not called up for service with ny reginent because, as a result 
of a nerve inflacnation, sciatica, I vas not able to serve at the front. 
Froa the Reserve Inspectorate at Berlin I wrs transferred in 1941 to the 
Arnanent Inspectorate at Berlin. I worked for a short-tine in on ornanont 

i • 

detail in Berlin, and at the beginning of *42 as a first lieutenant vns 
sent to the CSC'*, the VI Rue Ant, theEconoalc Arnanent Office, also in 
Berlin. I vns in the C*V VI Rue Act, then in the Kilitery Econonio 
Denartnent as first lieutenant. I was in charge of the Southeast European 
countries. That neans the Unitary Economic Depnrtnent of the (XW WI Ruo 
Aot vns the oontral office for the so-called nllitnry-econonic officers 
vhca the 7ohrnecht appointed in the occupied countries. Thio oontral 
office in Berlin with its nllitary-econcoic officers worked on the eoonoajc 

$ i 

questions of the occupied countries. There fore, it vns divldod into 
individual fields, and ay field vas the Southeast, or the Balknns. 
li, Vos any training necessary for that work, or not? 

A. So, the necessary training vas to be fanillnr with econoalc 

Questions. 

y. Bid you have anything soecial to do with agriculture, or vhnt typo 
of work vas **? 

a. The aeon coy of the southeast European countries is largely 
built up on a basis of agriculture, but ay work ves to supply the indus¬ 
tries of these countries with the necessary rav naterials which were not 
available there. \ 

v*. Did you renain in Berlin, or vas your office transferred? 

A. The VI Hue *nt reaalned in Berlin until the secoivi half of 1943, 
and then, because the building vns boobed out, it vas moved to Frankfurt 
on the Oder, The neuters of the CKV VI Rue -’ot were then billeted in tho 
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Ziethen Rename In Frankfurt on the Oder. 

| • 1 . 

■v I aa asking you about this so carefully becnuao the rTOsecution 
nay doubt whether you.actually were eaploydd as an officer and a eoldior. 
Did you personally have any doubts about it? 

A. No, neither I nor ny superior. Ky superior was qy superior over 
one hundred per cent of ny work, and I do not believe that ny superior, 
Colonel Treutsch, sould have given ne any extended leave for civilian 
leave work even if I had wanted hla to do so. 

**• Now, I should like to : ek you a few fornal tuestions. ’’are you 
in the Central Coonittee of Farben? 

A. HO. . 

^ Were you in the Vorstand of Farben? 

A. No. 

Were you in the IhA of Farben? 

A. No. 

Q- v «ra you in the Coocercial Coonittee of Farben?' 

A. NO. 

Q. Were you In any Conaittee? 

A. No. 

'u Nell, that were you in Farben? 

A. As I said before, I was Handlungsbevollnaechtigter; I vns an 
employee who had the authority to sign. 

D3. HOFF.iANN (COUNSEL 10* DBFL HUTC VON HER MY IE): Your Honors. I 
told itr. Sprecher that I wwild need oore tine, but I have no nore ouostior.c, 

THE PRESIDENT: Ha will donate the reoainder of your ti e to hr. 

Sprecher, I assune. 

Anything else fToo other Defense counsel? .... Then the Prosecution 
nay cross-exanine the witness. 

»Q. S?H_CESH: Ve *ad really been relying on Dr, Hoffmann's eta tenant 
that we certainly wouldn't havo to begin until tcnorrpw morning. I will 
have to ask your Honors indulgence if I an a bit rambling because I haven't 
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had any tine to organize. 

DH. HCVnunt Mr. Sprecher is ouite right, but it didn't take ae long 
as I thought it would. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

aRICH VOK £■£ HEYDE, Resunad 

3Y MR. SPR1CHER: 

Q» 'teat was Colonel Ireutsch's position in the ’’ehraacht? 

A, Colonel Ireutsch was oajor in 19*1. Re was a Group Leader in 
the Military-Ico scale Deuartneht of the "I Rue Ant. 

^ Rid you renaln under Colonel Ireutsch froo 1941 until 1945? 

A, In 1941, at the end of the year, until the end of the war. 

Now, in connection with personnel fron Farben which was to be 
used in the occupied countries, did you only have to do with that natter 
filth respect to eoployees fron SV-7? 

A. I had nothing to do with eoployees of NV-7, I had to handle 
the uilitary-econcolc officers sent to the occupied countries by the 
Wehrnacht, They were not ecployeee of ?arben. 

•i. Did you participate in any conferences or exchange of correspondence 
when personnel of Farben was considered for these v©hrnacht Jobs in tho 
occupied countries? 

A. I did not ouite understand the -'uestion, x. Snrecher—oonferenceo, 
you 'said? 

Q. Well, ycu hrve uentioned that tho CK*f had nllltary econooy offices 
in the occupied countries. You have nentioned that your field of con¬ 
centration was the Balkans. You have nentioned that there were 

representatives In these CSV officee in the occupied countries that had 

• 

to do with oconcaic and nilitary natters. Now, I ar. asking you if you 

% 

oarticlpatad in the selection by the CKW by caking any roconnendotions 
or sonding'ony letters or receiving any letters with respect to persons 
free Farben who were selected for those Jobs in nilitary econory offices 
in the cccupied countries? 


I2i5l 
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A. So, Hr. Sorecher, those are two different things. On theono 
hand, there were the nilitary-e-onoalc officers sent by the 0 T/ V I Huo 
Ar.t tc the occupied countries. And they vere the ones that I hrd 
cocothing to do with, hut I never had anything to do with the enploynent 
of rrn-hen neabers in the southeast. The nilltary-econonic officers 
in the Pelicans had nothing to do with Farben. As far as I know, they knew 
nothing about Farhen employees. 

Sow, did you have anything to do with resoect to the tlaeenent of 
oersonnel in France or in Russia? Shat is to say, personnel which hhd to 
work upon econoalc-cllitary natters? 

*• No, never. The enly thing that I had t> do in this field I 
ner.tioned earlier. Frcn Pr-secutloo T^cunent 1176, that wrs the Hall 
' nferonee in NV 7, where I was asked what rank sh ,uld ho reouested for 

the Farhen enployees wh. had been reouested by the ainistry *.f RcononlcsJ 

» 

That was the only tine, Anl there It was >aly a suestlan of what uniforo 

« , \M 

they were t> get. 

.3» Sow, what was Colonel Pecker's pjsiti>n In the Suprece Cc.mond 
'{ the Vshraacht? 

t 

A. In 1941-42 Colonel Peoker was the he«>lt jf the i.ilitary-F.c nanic 
Departnent, the superior it IJaJ >r Treutsfch. 

0. Did y.u already have tu wcrk Vith hin in 194«? 

A. I believe that in 1940 I cane t, the VI Rue Ant, as I recoil, 

** the nen in charge f deferr.ent f -r m/-7 t especially to have Dr. Krueger 
'’.eferred. Ho was a first lieutenant in the «V vi R ue Aot and he was 
ihdiopensable f * us at the NV-7 and ve wanted to have hin exenpted froc 
ailitary service, 
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* Was chat the extant of your contact with Colonel 
Bcclcar at tho tine, - that ie, 1940? 

A Yes, to the ocet of nsy knowledge, that was all, - per¬ 
sonally, that is. 

< Do you recall In 1940 participating in discussions with 
respect to tho selection of men who had previously worked 

for Far'oen, who would be appropriate for positions In Franco, 
so that the Military Economy of Franco, or so that tho economy 
of Franco could bo developed appropriately from a military 
economy standpoint, A6 far as Germany was ooncerned? 

A I do not remember any such meeting or conforenco, out 
If you could show me a document or remind mo of it in some other 
way, - but I don't remember It. 

< Do you recall seeing any report by any Vorstand 
members who had made trips into the Western occupied couhtrlos 
Just after Belgium and Holland and France wero overrun in 1940? 
With rospect to recoraaendatlons as to what Far'oen and its 
people wore to go into the western occupied countries In 
connection with this military economy problems which the 
Wehrmnoht wanted settled? 

A I can remember only one case. That was for Mr. von 
Sohnltzlor for the Wl Rue Amt to get permission to go to 
France, out what tho purooeo of this trip was I do not remember. 

3 Now I show you NI 810, which will become Prosocutlon 
Exhibit 2140. This contains two letters, both dated tho 4th of 
July, 1940. One Is to tho High Command, the Military Economy 
and Armament Office, for the Attention of Lt.. Colonel Matzky. 1 

, 4 

Colonel Matzky was another group leader under Control Becker 
In the Military Economic Department. He was on the same level 
as Major Treutsch. It was a lettor following a conference of 
Hr. von Scnnitzler after a trip to Belgium in the Wi Rue Amt r 
In the course of which he asked permission to undertake anotl 
trip to France. In this letter we asked for the support of 
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VI Hue A ra t for this trip. 

« How apart froa mentioning certain specialized tasks 
that have to oe performed in France, there is a certain reference 
to certain I.G. gentlemen. Did you have anything to do with 
selecting those gentlemen who were to be considered for going 
to France? 

A No, as far as I can renenoer I accompanied Mr. von 
Schnitzler to this conference as the nan officially in the 
department for Military Economy and I know that Colonel Becker, 
as It says here, expressed the wish that some specialists, 
and I quote, "In the upper field of Chemistry might be named 
who would be suitable or work In the German Control Commissions, 
for the control of French industry in unoccupied French 
territory". 

) Doctor, what I am trying to get at is how aid you happen 
to become involved in this th’ng. Just be chance or what 
position did you have in July, 1940, that got you involved 
in this thing so that you signed these letters, among other 
things? 

A I have already said that I was In the Referat for 
Military Economy in the Economic Political Department, and 
as the Manager of "illtary Economy, I wrote this letter, 
together with my superior at the time, Erich Mueller, whom 
I mentioned earlier. That was the work I did in the WIPO. 

4 Now at the time of the second Abwehr Conference 
which you mentioned in May, 1941, which Is referred to in 
Prosecution Exhibit 1904, which you and Dr. Hoffmann discussed 
a little while ago, was It customary at that time to refer 
to you still as being the Chief of the Bureau A in Berlin? 

A First of all. Hr. Sprecher, I was not the Chief of 
the Bureau A. I was in that office as one of the two men, 

Dr. Dleckmann and I. 
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• * * 

Dr. Dlecltmann and I. 

4 . That*s right; I didn't mean to indicate anything else, 

I am sorry. 

A And D r . Dieckaann and I were asked to make the report 
wanted by counter-intelligence at the meeting on the 2 nd 
of May, '41. 

} How did you make any recommendations at that meeting 
as to how these Abvehr directives, - that is from Abwehr I, 
as constrastod with Abwehr III, - that Is with repsect 
to getting Intelligence from abroad, - did you make any recom¬ 
mendations as to how that w**e to be workod out inside of I.G. 
Faroen - at that meeting? 

A I have already said that what I told the local Abwehr 
agents of Faroen at this meeting was based on directives of 
OKV to the Intelligence Major Bloch, I Wi, Major Bloch. The 
oaslc instructions that were given me, I passed on In essen¬ 
tial to the local Faroen men In terms that they could under¬ 
stand, that is, in I.G. Faroen. 

4 Well, in terms that they could understand; did you 
make suggestions to them as to how this would work out in 
Faroen in view of Faroen's large number of foreign representa¬ 
tives? 

A No, I did not make any suggestions to 6trengthon tho 
collaboration. On the contrary, the Instruction- which the 
OKW Counter Intelligence gave us, I always, so far as I can 
remember, changed or minimized their effect according to 
the prevailing feeling in Faroen, as I knew it. I knew that 
all of the heads of the Sales Combines, and my superior. Dr. 
Ilgner, were very unwilling to cooperate with Abwehr I, be¬ 
cause this could only Interfere with normal Faroen business, 
and I considered this when dealing with the instructions of 
Counter-Intelligence. 
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Q, c ld you recommend at that meeting that all Farben 
employees who went abroad should report directly to 
Bureau A In Berlin? 

A Who went abroad; I do not understand; after they had 
been abroad? 

4 ‘‘‘hat's right. 

A No. Originally the c ounter Intelligence had requested 
that after every trip abroad a report should bo raado to 
Countcr-Inlol lgonce. I oellcvc that this question was 
once discussed in tho KA, and we wanted to handle this 
question centrally in Farocn as far as possiblo, so that there 
would oo ono office which would oe able to survey the wholo . 
thing and handlo It, but in practice, as I recoil, all of 
those things were lator docontrolized and were handled by the 
local Administration tn the individual plants and offices. 

Q Didn't the OKV agree that that would have to be tho 
practice oocause questions of secrecy were involved? 

A No, that was no consideration, whother the questions 
wera secret or not; thPt was of no significance in dealing 
with Farben because ovory Aowehrocauftracto was obligated 
to secrecy. I do not see any connection there. 
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* 

V V** Z 

• I * 

*i Now did the question of dealings with tho AO—that la 
the foreign organization of the Nazi Party — come up 
In this meeting of Abwehr representatives in 1941? 

A I Just heard AO. Is that what you said? 

} Yes. 

A No, I can't remomoer that anything was said about tho 
AO at this meeting. 

3 Now I show you NI-14312 which will become p rosocutlon 
Exhibit 2141. Now this Is a file memo which you will note 
was written oy one Rless, H-I-E-8-3, who attended thle 
conference from the Vofen faotory, and there*s the initial 
■G," and tho defendant Gajewekl's office stands at the top 
of your first page. Now In thle report by Rless/ you will 
note that you are referred to in the first paragraph, that 
you, cooing from Office A of Faroen In Berlin, should receive 
these reports. Did *»r. Reiss make a mistake In that connection, 
or had you lost your connection with Office A at that time? 

A *r. Sprocher, may I ask for another copy? I can't 
read this one. 

< Cortalnly. We will give you tho best copy wo can find 
here. 

A Mr. Sprecher, first of all I oust point out that this 
Is a file nota) of tho Abwohrooauftragtan of Wolfen — at 
least I bclievo he wrs Abwehrbeauftragten — a Mr. Rless, 
on the 4th of May 1941 about tho conference of tho 2nd of 
May 1941. This Is tho first time that I have ovor scon this 
memorandum. He must have mado a basic mistake.' You are 
asking about the AO, out hero it say6 "Den AO"; that means 
the Abwehr Offizlor — the counter-lntelligonce officer, and 
not the B Dlo AO" — tho foreign organization officer. 

i That satisfies me. I wanted to mnko that point. I\ 
pgree with you. Go ahead. 
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A Besides, this file note says exactly what I said before. 
It says here, and I quote, “Von der Heyde suggests that 
Department A also be notified so that Department A could 
oarticipate if necessary. Major Bloch and the counter¬ 
intelligence officers present were against this centralization,'' 

Then further down; "Tho question of centralizat‘on as von « 

• 

der H 0 yde also proposed with regard to hie further points 
was on principle not considered desirable either by the 
military authorities or by the counter-intelligence officor 
of the I.G." That is exactly what I said basically, and 
Dr. Schneider wanted this too and most of his colleagues 
in tho Vorstand. These woro questions of whether trips of 
Faroen poople abroad should oe handled by a central agency 
so that thero would be one office in charbe of these things, 
that is to oinlolzo the difficulties. The countor-lntolllgonoe 
officors and the local counter-intelligence officials of 
Faroen wore against this centralization and so it remained. 

The mattor continued to oo handled in a decentralized way. 

G If the raeobors of the Tribunal would look at tho 
document whore it does say foreign organization with a 
capital "A" and a capital f 0", that is a ralstako in tho 
translation.- The translator took tho usual translation of 
AO—Aueiondsorganisntlon — but instead in this letter by 
Mr. Riess wo are certainly willing to agroe that AO was used 
as Abwohr Off lzlor __ or Ajwehr Officer — and thank you 
for your holp in correcting that. 

Now, did you wear the SS uniform at any time rfter tho 
first of September 1939? 

A I believe that I can say "no* with a clear conslcionce. 

I cannot remember any single Instance. 

* Now that documents which were introduced, I don't happen 
to have them here because I hadn't expected to examine you 
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now, but I think we can get along without then. The 
documents which wo introduced with respect to the SS Central 
Office records considering your membership in the S3 made no 
mention of Relter-SS. ' Is it your position that after 1936, 
when you came to 3erlln, that you did not become An honorary 
member of the SS in addition to being a member of the Reitcr- 
SS? 

A As I heard the translation, you asked whether I 
was an honornry member of the SS? Ho. Mr. Sprechcr, the 
situation was like this. I was a member of the Cavalry 
Detachment in Mannheim, and was on leave in Berlin. In 
Berlin I rode repeatedly as a guest in the Cavalry Detach¬ 
ments in Berlin, Zehlendorf, Wanneee, etc., and I always 
Introduced myself with these groups as a corarrde — a 
member of the cavalry unit in Mannheim. The activity 
that I mentioned this morning for the SD Main Office wne 
something independent of that. It involved merely giving 
information at irregular Intervals to the office in the 
VllhelmsBtrasse. 

4 *ou didn't receive a rank in the SS, an officer's 
rank, until you were in Berlin, is that right? 

A No. I was in Reitersturm 7 in Mannheim where I was 
HauptBCharfuehrer. It wa6 not — 

4 rfhat is the equivalent rank of Hauptscharfuehrer? 

A Hauptscharfuehrer would be in the Vehrrancht a sei'gennt, 
a non-commissioned officer. 

i A sargeant. Did you visit Ohlendorf, or did you talk 
vith Otto Ohlendorf after 1 September 1939? 

A As I remember, after the first of September 1939, 
Ohlendorf was not in the SD Main Office. In 1939, he went 
with Heller to the Reich Group Trade, and was not in 
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v/llhelnsstra.sse In the SD Main Office. That la how I 
renenoer It. As far p.b I h now today, I never saw him after 
the first of September 1939 — Oh yes, once In 1944. Ohlendorf 
wpb In Frankfurt on the Oder and made a speech to the 
officers of the ¥1 Rue Arat about economic questions. That 
••as the last time that I saw him. 

Q Whrt kind of economic questions did he discuss? 

A As I remember, he spoke about the general German 
economic policy, foreign trade, export, obtaining foreign 
currency, and so forth. As far as I know, he was Mlnister- 
ladllroktor In the Ministry of Economics at that time. 

THE PRESIDENT: How much time will you need, Mr. Sprecher? 

HR. SPRECHER; I think we might go over until tomorrow 
so that I may have the chance to run though this. 

THE PRESIDENT: According to ray calculations, you should 
get through In 15 minutes. 

MR. SPRECHER: I an sure I will do that. 

THE PRESIDENT; Very well. The Tribunal will rise 
until nine o'dock tomorrow morning. 

( T he Tribunal adjourned until 27 April 1948, 0900 hours.) 
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Under directives pf United States Military Tribunal Ho. 6, 
tost Irony of witnesses listed below was required to bo taken before 
the undersigned Conalssionor. Pursuant thereto the said Coroissionor 
has oonduoted hearings at w^Ioh the following witnesses havo A*lly 
tostifiedi * 


Date 

1 

Hn'-w of Witness 

Official Transcript 

8 April 191*8 


halter narliaont 

10875-10907 

9 April 191* 


Kurt Krueger 

11128-11163 

12 April 191* 


Kcrl Weber 

11165-11175 

12 April 191* 


Paula Aster 

11177-11199 

15 April 191* 


Ernst Struss 

11293-H330 
llljlJj-111*90 

ll April 191* 

A 

Christian Zahn 

15 April 191* 


« « 

11587-U612 

16 April 191* 


Bernhard Sohoenor 

11706-11723 

19 April 191* 


Adalbert Felndal 

11827-1181*1 

20 April 191* 


Josef Orobol 

1181*2-11860 

20 April 191* 


Gustav Pistor 

11861-11878 • 

21 April 191* 


Boll do Haas 

12098-12128 

21 April 191* 


Heinrioh Sohuh 

12129-1211*0 

23 April 191* 

A 

Heinrich Sohlndlor 

12337-12370 

28 April 191* 


■ * 

12707-12777 

26 April 191* 


halter Klkuth 

121*61-121,98 

.26 April 191* 


Hans Souor 

12500-12512 

27 April 191* 


Mlhols Duollborg 

1259B-12621 

29 April 191* 


Theo Goldscheidt 

12871-12909 

29 April 191* 

& 

-oton ftelthlngor 

12910-12953 

30 April 191* 
29 April 191* 

A 

e * 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

13075-13092 

1295^-12960 

30 April 191* 


" ■ ■ 

13065-13075 

30 April 191*. 


.iudolf Scheldt 

13093-13133 

5 Uy 191* 

A 

■ n 

13620-13629 

6 hay 191* 


■ ■ 

- 13651-13719 

. 3 »*ay 191* 


Wolfgang Alt 

1321*6-13269 

3 uay 191* 


Carl Gadow 

13271-13291 

3 i*y 191* 

A 

Kurt Hartmnn 

13292-13316 

1* kay 191* 


« « 

131*12-13150 

1. hay 191* 


Frits Dion 

13l*50-13U60 

1* hay 191* 


Kurt Sis fold 

131*61-131*79 

1* Uay 191* 


Adolf Taub 

131*0-131*9 

5 kay 191* 


Erast Struss (for Pros.) 

13566-13619 

6 hay 19 1 * 

A 

Werner So belts 

13720-13735 

7 key 191* 


■ ■ 

13061-13891 

10 key 191* 


kax Winkler 

11*173-11*101 

10 Hay 191*8 


Frits Hirsoh 

11495-11*209 

10 Ucy 191*8 


Ernst Kroschwskl 

11*10-11*220 

10 key 191* 

* 

Frans Fuorstonberg 

11*221-11*21*5 

ll Kay 191* 


■ « 

11*377-11*301* 

11 liny 191* 


•Hoins Sovolsborg 

11*307-11*1*21* 

11*1*25-11*1*39 

11 kay 19 1 * 


Karl Aunsohoidt 

11 Lay 191* 


Ryinhold 

11*1*1*0-11*1*55 

10 May 191* 


Friedrich Selcher 

11*182-11491* 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits havo 
been offered in evidence: 
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L79 

1U036 

Ili03i4 

13070 

1L236 

•IL232 

15062 

15063 

11257 


10899 

IO90J4 

111U5 

11182 

11183 

11502 

11312 

11327 

11330 

11166 

11173 

111*73 

11185 

112j76 

11182 

1185l» 

11810 

12615 

12616 
12706 
12733 
12876 
12915 
12921 
12923 
12927 
12933 
129 1*2 
13106 
13111 
13126 
13620 
13286 
13728 

B 30 
82 
11*392 


10907 

13525 

15021 

3763 

1511*5 

15116 

86 n 
15132 
1511* 
11*098 
13531* 
15215 

15260 

15173 


I, the under*Igood Coonlaaloner, do heroby oortlfy that tho 
aforesaid offiolol tranaoript page* oonprlaa a full, truo nnd correot 
report of suoh proceeding*. to«tloony ond ovldonoo hoord and reoordod 
theroin boforo m. 


Datod at Numbers, Gercnny, kay 28, 191*8 


CcL=l»*loaer of Tribunal No. 6 
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Official Transcript of Hearing before a Cocaaiseioner for 
Military Tribunal VI, Case VI, in the natter of the 
United States of Acerica against &erl Krauch et el, 
defendants, sitting at Suernberg, Gemary, on 26 April 
1948, Coanissioner Johnson T. Crawford presiding. 


TK* tiA R SEAL: The Cocnission for Tribunal VI is now in session. 


DR. MUZLLLr.: Mr. Coanissioner, I nay say that the defense was inforncd 


on tide about the cross exanination today. This is also true for the 


cross exanination which took place last week and the defense -was also 


notified in tine about the cross exanination of the witness Sauer, which 


will take place this afternoon. 


IS. NSLTEr Kelts for Hoerlein. Tour Honor, in the case for 


Professor Hoeflein. I nake available the witness Profosoor Kikuth 


Professor Kikuth has node out several affidavits. The Prosecution has 


expressed the desire to cross 


has nado in these affidavits 


nay interrogate hin. 

VALTEJ. KIKUTH, a witness, took the stand and testified ns follows: 


IKS CCMHISSI0.3R: The witness will raise his right hand and tnko 


the oath. "I swear by God, the alnighty and Coniscicnt, that I will 
■poak the pure truth, and will ooit and add nothing." 

(The witness repeated the oath,) 

TEE caMISSIOKE?.: The.Vitness will be seated. 

DR. HSLTE: Witness, I call to your attention the fact that it ie 
proper if you always pause before^ynu-aiiswer. ny ouostion because it 
is necessary to get c-rrect/^i^^la^iTTnCil^^e record. If in the co 

e 

chenicol or proper 


of exanination you use d 


nanes, please spell th 


COURT VI CASS VI 

26 Apr /*e-3-l—if—AEH-Fox (tea) 

CO!2ISSION 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

3Y DR. NKLTE: 

Q. For tho record, ploasc givo ao your full naro. 

A. Ifaltor Klkuth. 

Q. When wore you bom? 

A. 21 Docoabor 1896. 

Q. Whoro worn you bom? 

A. In Riga. 

Q. You aro not waiting sufficiently long, T3ioro is your rosidonco 

non? 

A. In Wuppertal-Vohwinkol. • 

Q. What positions do you hold at tho accent? 

A. Diroctor of tho Cheat cal Thorapoutic Instituto of tho Dyos 
Factory Bayor and siaultanoously toaporrry diroctor of tho Hycionic 
Instituto of tho nodical Acadony in Duossoldorf. 

Q. Aro you .a profossor of nodicino? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Aro you also a JOBbur or important foro-gn nodical associations? 
A. Yos. 

Q. Which onos, please? 

A. I an a. noabor of tho Royal Society of Hodicino, of tho Roynl 

0 

Socioty of Tropical Nodicino, of tho Royal Tropical I’odicino Socioty of 
Bolgiua, and of tho Royal Association of Doctors in Barculona. 

Q. Hovo you received important distinctions in tho uodical field? 

A. I rocoivod tho Goldon Ehrlich Modal in 1934. 

Q. Hava you boon politically oxaninod? 

A. Yos. 

Q. With what results? 

% 

A. In tho nain trial in Duossoldorf, I was exonerated. 

Q. And thereupon you continued in your position in tho Uodical 
Acadory in Ducssoltorf, is that right? 


A. Yos 


12462 





CCUKT VI CASS VI 

26 Apr 48-3-2-jf-A3H-Fox (Loa) 

C0HL2SSI0N 


Q. Now, Professor, you hcv? ends out a turgor of affidavits, alono 
and in connoction with t ho testinony of Profossor Wiese and Donagk. 

Boforo you took the witnoss stand, did you look at those affidavits once 
again? . 

A. Yes. 

Q. Do you have anytime* to add to what you havo said or do you 
havo to corroct anything? 

A. No. 

DR. MELTS: Thon for *iho tiao boing I havo no further questions to 
the witnoss. 

THE C0lC£rSSICT2* : Tho prosecution will procood with tho oxanination. 


saesc sluhn-vtion 


BY L£R. WNSXOFF: 


Q. Ur. l/ltnoss, was thoro a particular da/ sot asido during which 
you reported to tho dofondant ‘.{oorloin on your progress with difforont 
preparations? 

A. I didn't understand tho question. 

Q. In your work at alborfold, was thoro ono particular day during 
tho wook that was sot asida for tho purposo of reporting to tho do fondant 
Hoorloin? 

A. In oarlior days. 

Q. Was that rogularly done oach wook during tho wax'? 

A. What do you oean too!: place? 

IR. LaNSKDFF: Soaething is wrong with tho s ouna systom. 

(Interpreter tests 3ystoa) 

l®. MINSKOFP: Right. Thank you very nuch. • Just so no got this 
clear for tho record this tiro — 

BY IB. 12NSK0FF: 

Q. Ur. Witness, on Saturdays aoro there ooctings liold in \/hich you 

• • * 

reportad on your results of tho progress of various preparations, to tho 
defendant Hoorloin? 

A. Wo 11, such conferences took place on Saturday. 
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was that of tho 


A. If a new modicino was discovered which was to sorvo doctors 


in thoir treateent, thon tho socollod aniaal ox.xsrijjonts wore first 


conducted in ray laboratory. That is to say, tho animals woro artificially 
injoctod with infoctious baciLU and after that iroro troatod vdth tho now 
chuaLonla which woro undo available to us by tho c-icadata. If an of foot 
gainst c cortain disoaao uas uiscovorod by us, contact was ixado vdth tho 


plu-i'iccoloaists and it was t ioir Job to tost tiro :»dicino which I or 


aorooao olso found to bo on offoctivo oodici.w and to soo idiot.'ior it was 


cofinatiblo 


Q. D*. Witnoss, tho . Ivr.-acolojiat uaroly tostod u.wthor c 


particular pro^r-tion was eai, tibiv or not; that io truo, is it not? 


A. I don't undorst .si 


Q. " , /ortrao2U.c:v»lt" in *n, ■Tortraor^'cMroit.* Tho phanaa- 


colojist's job tns to tost t’:o corp'.tibillt;* o'* particular product, its 
d'^ootibility; is that ri^-tT 

A. Yos, Mo was supposed tc arardno tho car;.stability of tho 


subotancc 


Q. Now, it was your job, was it not, to tout tho efficacy of t!io 


pro x-vration? Isn't that rijlit? 


A. After tho preparation was found to be effective by mo, and aft or 
it :-d been thoroughly investigated as far as its compatibility is 






\ - 
w 
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COIlilSSION 

That practically cocplotod our job in Elborfold. This oxposo was pas sod 
on to Lovorkuson. 

^ Now, bcforo an expose on an Elbcrfold preparation was sent to 
Loborkuson,-3hQ,at Elborfold had to approve that expose? 



12465 



26 Aprtone (Int. Lea) 
Court VI Case VI Cccniasion 


A, The expose was discussed in the so-called "Saturday donforenccs,* 
so that ewryone of those-jpresent could give his oninion about It. As 
far as the content of the exoose Is concerned I, on tho ono hand, and the 
oharoacologlsts on the other hand, were resoonsible; and as far as the 
chenACal representation is concerned the cheniet who created the 
prenaratlon was responsible for that. 

Q. Witness, at these Saturday conferences who was chairaan? 

A. Professor Eoerlein was the chairnan at these Saturday conferences. 

Mr. witness, will you tell the Court whether tho expose could ho 
sent on to Leverkusen free Llberfeld.without the approval of tho defondant 
Koerlein. 

A. If no objections were raised egalnst°the exoose the author of tho 
expose usually sent it to Leverkusen with an accceoanylng note. 

' I'o afraid you didn't fully understand the quostion. Tho 
ouostion was sinply this: Could an exoose in the practice as you know 
it at alberfeld go out froo Ll tor fold to Lewrkusen without the approval 
of the defendant Hoerloln? 

A. So. 

Thank you. How, after the expose went to Leverkusen it went to 
Dr. Martens did it notT 

A. It went to Dr. Martens at Leverkusen, yes. 

5* And was it then Dr. Martens 1 function to pass it on to various 
places where it could be tested for its efficacy? 

A. It was the Job of Dr. Martens to find those physicians who wore 
responsible for the therapeutic treateent with these now preparations. 

*}. How, Mr. witness, is it or is it now true that one of Dr. Martens' 
duties was to see to it that-the reports which ho received on the results 
of the tests were forwarded to the scientists for their critical evaluation? 

A. The results which ft-. *artens received hadVto be sent on to us by 
hia of coirse. 

And who at alberfeld received these reports and evaluated then? 
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A. If it was a reoort which had a preparation as its subject-natter 
vhich S had. recognized as being effective, thea that, of course, cane to 
tae automatically. 

Hr. witness, B-1034 is aa Klberfeldtproduct is it not? 

A. Tea. 

Q. Do you recall. Hr. witness, whether you received the first report 
on the clinical tests of B-1034 in connection with typhus? 

A. B-1034 was found by ae. This is a preparation from the Sulfonamide 
series which is distinguished fron the other sulfonamides by the faot 
that its compatibility was especially good, and that beyond that, in tho 
so-called "virus tests, ■ — that is to say, in infections of a special 
nature; in contrast to the other sulfonamides — was found to bo 
especially effective. On the other hand it war known at that tine that 
sulfonamides had a certain effect in tracht«a : the Igyptli-n eyo disease; 
but since this was a chronic disease, the sulfonaaides had to be admlnistor- 
od for a long period of tine, rtiich now and then led to its incompatibility. 
Hr. witness, nay I repent the original question before we get too 
far off? 

The original ejection sorely was: In connection with typhus, do you 
recall whether you received the first reports on the clinical tests of 
B-1034? 

A» Yes, Z'n alnost at the end of ay stataoont. On the basis of fthio 
very fine efficacy — that is, of the sulfonaaides in the cose of trachooa 
other physicians also used it in the case of typhus, and os for the first 
reports ebout this preparation in the case of typhus, I heard personally 
froa Professor Soiffert in Leipzig, and together with-Dr. Xoonig, I 
vent to Laipjig in order to convince aysolf of the results right there, 

DH. SSLTSs Your Honor, I would nerely like to ask for a clarification 
so that there wn’t be any further confusion. The witness spoke of 
’lyphus", and I ask the Prosecutor whether "Typhus" is meant here in 
the English to be typhoid or whether he aeans typhus (Fleckficher). 
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By "Typhus' in German we also aean »typhoid" and I don’ t know whether 

the witness wants to say that B-1034 was used in the treatoent of stomach 

• • 

typhoid or of typhus. 

•* • • • 

KR. KOSXOJTL To clarify the record, when we speak of "typhus' we 
intend the German "Fleekfiaber,■ not '•Typhus'. The translation of 
■typpus" is "neckfieber." 

BY MS. MINSK OFF: 

% How, Mr. witness, have you understood the question? 

A. I meant it that way. I interpreted the Bnglish "typhus" as 
Gercan "Fleckfieber." 

Q. Kov, the question, if I may repeat it, Mr. witness, was: Do you 
recall rocetving the first reports on the clinical tests of B-1034 in 
cases of typhus or Fllckfieberl 

A. Kell, I already said that X went to Leipzig in order to oonvinco 
oyself of the results right there in Leverkusen. 

Q. Approximately when was that. Hr. witness? 

A. That was in the firwt winter of the war against Kuftsla. 

Q, That's the winter of 1941-42? 

A. Tea. 

Now, do you recall in July 1942 receiving the reoort on three cnso 
histories froa the Russian doctor Kosetzky? 

A. I cannot remember that. 

¥ 

<4. Do you recall, Mr. witness, any conversations or discussions hold 
with Lueckor and Kownig of Leverkusen concerning the fact that the 
preparation of B-1034 was so poor as a scans for fighting typhus that 
it was not intended to be put on the open carket? 

A. The judgments about the ccb jatlbUity of B-1034 were varied. There 
wre physicians who thought that it was difficult to use it in case of 
tyuhus because those patients had a very dry mouth when they had fever and 
that they ewild swallow the preparation with only great difficulty; and it 
happened row and then that the petients concerned vomited it. 
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'■t. How, Mr. witness, I was not speaking of the digestibility or the 
compatibility of the preparation in typhus cases. I was speaking of the 
finding in July 1942 that its therapeutic effect was so weak that it vat 
out of the question to use it fur typhus. 
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A. That'8 true. 

h» Then, just so I have the record dear, you knew in July 1942 that 
the therapeutic effect of typhus was too weak to justify — Pardon no . 

....of 3-1034 as a noans of curing typhus was too woak to justify its use 
on the narket? 

A. Yes, because the results at least were too contradictory. There 
were some results which were good like those of Professor Soiffert, hut 
there were other physicians who again found that it was not effective 
enough,. 

N Yes, but the conclusion idiicb win drawn by the report of your own 
Leverkusen people was, was it not, that it was too weak a cure to be useful? 
Nov, is that true or isn't it? 

A . Well, in order to pass a final Judgaent about it such experiences muot 
be collected over a number of years. It can happen that a preparation 
is not effective in this particular form, but if it is used in some 
different form it may after all be effective. 

S- Now, Hr. witness, at this seme time, in July 1942, do you recall 
that Dr. Vetter was also experimenting with B-1034 at Auschvitc? 

A. What do you mean by "exper ioentirg*? 

3, He was testing the efficacy of 3-1034 as a cure for typhus. 

A. Certainly I was informed that Ur. Vetter cade such experiments, 
with the preparation 3-1034. 

'i* How would you be informed of that? 

ER. KELTS: One moment please. 

Your Honor, for the record I merely would like to soy that the 
Interpreter has translated *Versuche" as ■experiments." I ask the Inter¬ 
preter to interpret in the manner in which we consider it correct — either 

• e 

as "tests" or as "trial under nedical care." 

KR. MIliSZOFF: If your Honor please, the Prosecution strongly objects 
to telling the Interpreters how to interpret from Ex^lish into German. 

As a matter of fact the Prosecution haa shown Dr. Nclte an exhibit which 
it puts In its rebuttal book, w»re the I.G. Far ben dictionary has 
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"Verauche" translated by the word *experloont". So*. we don't lay any 
great eaphaais on the naaning of the word "experineat", but the question 
that we asked the witness was perfectly clear, and his answer was 
perfectly clear. How, there was no confusion urtil the objection was 
oade. 

DR. KELTS: Tour Honor, please ask the Proseoutor whotbor he is going 
to introduce now the rebuttal Focusent 51-14244 or not. If he does 
present it hero I shall lnacdiately give the reason for ay objection. 

THE CQWISSrC&iZR: You nAy proceed. 

KR. MINSKOFF: I'a not sure that there's anything before the Court 
on that. If ^r. Helto thinks It will be helpful we'll put the docuoont in. 

I don't think we need it at this point; we have it as rebuttal docunent. 

The objection we were caking now was that tho translation was oerfoctly 
proper without the help of cotasel* 

THE COMMISSIONER: You don't wish to introduce it, and if Dr. N 0 lto wan to 
it ho nay introduce it. 

THE COURT INTEEPHETER: Your Honor, will you please talk into tho 
nicroohone? 

THE COMMISSIONER: I soy if the Prosecution does not Introduce tho 
docunent in question, then if Dr. *elte wishes ho nay Introduce it. 

®. HELTE: Tour Honor, then, I assuno that the Prosecution will not 
introduce it at the noaeut. Bat then it is not adnissible that they 
refer to this docunent. 

THE CCMMISSIOHER: Very well. Bow when you take the witness you nay 
auestion hin on it. Vhen the defense counsel takes the witness on his 
examination why he nay ask hiu any ouestions and introduce the docunent 
if he cares to. 

MR. MINSK OFF: Thank you, s ir. 

e 

BY MR. MINSKOFF: 

v Sow, the question that we last left off at Mr. witness, was: 

How-- in what fora — did you receive reports as to the activities of 
Br. Vetter in Auschwits, in connection with the use of B-1C34? 
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A. Since I saw Dr. Koenig alaost every veek he reported to me abottt 
it orally; but I cannot reaaaber that I received written reports free 
hia about It. 

Q. Hr. witness, did you ever see — I'll show you HI-12443, which is 
Prosecution Exhibit 1696, and ask you: Did you ever see that document 
before? I refer your particular attention, Hr. witness, to the last 
paragraph where it is stated: 

"It is not intended to pibllsh anythin on the subject of the prepa¬ 
ration B-1034, as the preparation will certainly not be put on the narket 
as a remedy for typhus. Tor such a purpose the curative effects are, 
beyond tpiestion, too weak.” 

A. Veil, I probably did not read this letter. At least I do not 
reneotor it. 

Mr. witness, you've testified, in any event, that you did know 
that the preparation was too weak to be put on tho nnrkot. Sow, may I 
ask this question: Did you know whether Dr, V.tter. who wee testing this 
preparation in Auschwits at that tine, was informed of the fact that you 
at Leverkusen and alborfeld thought the product too weak to be used on tho 
market. 

A. I didn't quite get the question. 

Proa the letter you Just saw and from your own testimony it is 
clear that you all know the product was too voak as a cure to have any 
real curative effect in cases of typhus. How, the ouestion I am asking 
is: Did you inform Dr. Vetter — did you impart that knowledge to him — 
that it was too weak to be of groat use in typhus? 

A. I never had any contact with Dr. Vetter. I neither received 
anything feen hia, nor did I ever write anything to hia. 
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3. A* responsible doctor, weren't yoi at all interastad In vhathar 
oersons who ware testing your product vara inforaed as to tha latast 
rasults and latest Information on that product? 

A. That was not oy Job at all. That was tha Job of Leverkusen. 

If that had been ay Job, then I wouldn't have had to do anything else 
all day long but write letters. In order to naintain contact with 
foreign doctors, Leverkusen with its scientific departnent was kept. 

^ Witness, Just a little while ago you testified that you went to 
Lelpri* to find out for yourself, personally, the results of the testing 
of your product. 

A. Yes, but this was a special occasion of great significance bedruse 
I had heard that a preparation recoanended by oe for use in cases of 
trachooa was also alleged to be effective in cases of typhus. This 
felalia vp.o scientifically so new that for merely scientific reaoons I 
wanted to convince oyself of this scientific fact, 

3. How, Mr. witness, who would make a decision that a particular 
oroduct like B-1034 had insufficient therapeutic value to Justify its 
use on the market? 

A. ^he decision for that os to whether a preparation was to be out 
on the market or not was, firse of all, nade by Leverkusen on the basis 
of reports which had been received. 

'<• Now ar. witness, who, at Leverkusen, was coopetent to make a 
decision that the particular product was so proved that it vrs fit to 
be put on the carket? 

A. Shat was the Job of Dr. Martens and his staff. 

Nov, is it your testlaorgr that Dr. Martens, without approval of 

anybody else, had the authority to decide thr.t a particular preparation 

• 

like B-1034 had been sufficiently tested to wwrpnt its sale to the 
wiblic on the open market? i s that your testimony? 

A. Dr. Martens probably did not cake such a decision by hinsblf. 

In such a case he would, of course, consult the authorities who, on the 
one hand, wore able to report critically about the results or who were 
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interested in the preparation for one reason or az»ther. 

0. is it not a fact, Mr. vltness, that before the preparation 

could go out to the public. Dr. Martens would require Dr. Eoerleln'o 
approval at the nain conference nesting? 

A. I never attended the cain conference sessions. I nerely knew 
that the decision about putting tho preparation on the narket, first of 
all, was in tho hands of Dr. Martens, because Dr. Martens was that sac 
>*o collected the results and who considered it his Job to either accept 
or reject the preparations, according to the results of the experinonts. 

Perhaps I didn't oake ny question clear. I think that we have 
agreed that in the first instance it would be Dr. Martens who would first 
suggested that a product be put on the narket since he would have tho 
results beforehand. But the question I an asking is, who cokes the final 
decision on vhat goes out to the nublic? 

A. I don't know who cade the final decision, but certainly Dr. Martono 
was the nan responsible for witting the preparation on the narket. 

S. Bow, Mr. witness, since B-1034 was your product, nay I ask, do 
you know who it was that took the initiative in causiig the testlrg of 
B-1034 to take place on a larger scale in the concentration canp Auschwitc? 

A. I don't know. At any rate, we did not nake that siggestiui, 

'<• Mr. witness, did you ever have occasion to discuss the relative 
nerits of acridin-3582 and 3-1034 as treatoents for typhus? 

A. Would you please repeat the question. 

U Let ne probably nake it nore specific for you. During 1942 when 
the question of typhus was rather inportant in Gernany and you yourself 
had a preparation which you wanted to test as a cure for typhus, did 
you then discuss the relative-value of the preparation acridln-3582 as con- 
par od with 3-1034 as a neons for treating typhus? 

A. No. I had no such possibility. 

Is it your testinony, if so, I want to cake the record conpletely 
clear on this point, that in developing a cure for_typhus you took no 
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interest In the other cures developed In Farben for typhus? 

A. Vben I developed uy experiments against typhus on the basis of 
the clinical results, I of course examined 3-1034 in ny experiment. 

I found it to bo completely Ineffective. A t the same tine at my request 
I received nitro-acriding from hoechst and I also tested that. In the 
case of nitro-acridin in contrast with &-1034 I v<-s able to find a 
certain effectiveness. 

<<• Mr. witness, in addition to your own tests, did Dr. Martens, who 
handled the testing of both preparations, furnish you with reporto as to 
tho results he received? 

*. Hltro-acrldin was a Hoechst preparation and that's why, in 
Elberfeld, we didn't get the oxperiBentol results of a Hoechst preparation 
Only now and then, through conversations, It mn mentioned that Hoochst 
was clinically testing a certain preparation Aich showed a certain 
efficacy in cases of typhus. 

% How, hr, witness, do you remember whether yai were informed, in 
Jetruary 1943, that Dr. Vetter, in his treatment of typhus with ncridin 
hod a nortality rate of 30*? 30*? 

a. I cannot remember the report but it is possible that I was told 
about it. 

^ will it help your recollection, hr. witness, if I remind 

you that at that tine Dr. Vetter reverted to further tests with B-1034 
because of the failure of acrldln? 

A. I don't know that. 

Did you know, Mr. witness, that in January 1943 Dr. Fussgaengor 
continued his experiments with both nethylene-blue and acridin on typhus 
patients? 

A. As far as I know Dr. Fussgaesgcr never worked on patients. 

{j. Did Dr. Fussgnenger inform you that his results in testing 
nethylene-blue were very poor? 

A. In order to ceke this very clear. Dr. Fussgaenger, as well as 
nyBelf, worked In the laboratory. I heard via Leverkusen, that the 
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Hoechot people, that Is russgeenger, had found a nitro-acridin preparation 
against typhus. I asked for this preparation and in an experiment I 
coopered it with nethylene-blue and vice-versa. Dr. Jussgaenger coopared 

his nitro-acridin with ay nethylene-blue. Ill these expericents wore made 

• 

on aninals. 

<<. Hr. witness, do you hapoen to recall when the second expose oh 
acridin as a treataent for typhus was prepared? 

A. No, I don't know that. That was not our preparation. 

Q. I know that. I aa asking now whether the second expose which 
vas drawn up after the various teats had been node cane to your attention 
at all. 

A. That's possible, yes. 

(«, You don't know, do you, whether the second expose. Instead of being 
prepared as was the first one, by Foechst, was preparod in conjunction with 
Elberfeld and Leverkusen? 

A. The second expose certainly was not prepared in connection with 
Ilborfold because alberfeld had nothing to say about the Eoechst 
preparations. 

<4. Mr. witness, you saw the defendant Hoerlein rather often, did 
you not, during that period? 

A. Whether. I saw Hr. Eoerlein often at that tine I don't know, but 
lngneral, I saw hln quite often. 

Did you discuss with hin the tests concerning B-1034 and the 
results you received? 

A. It is certain that I informed hin that I was astonished that 
physicians daisied that B-1034 was effective in tyohus, because fron the 
beginning I was skeptical in this respect. Skeptical to a certain degreo, 
and it is also certain that* I inforned Hoerlein that 3-1034 was without 
efficacy in typhus in animal experinents. 3ut I don t thAk that I 
rsnorted any nore details to hin beyond that. 

0- Nr. witness, turning for a nonent to nethylone-blue again. 
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You recocnended nethylene blue, did you not, to Dr. Martens at Leverkusen 
for the clinical testing of nethylene-blue In typhus cases at about the 
end of 1942? 

A. Yes. 

(<, Bow, Mr. witness; was that really your idea to haw nethylene-blue 
further tested clinically, or was that the ideaoof defendant Hoorloin? 

A. That was, of course, ny Idea. 

v«. Mr. witness, will you explain how it Is that if it was your idea 
to start clinical tests with oethylene-blue, as is indicated by your 
letter to Dr. Martens, how was It that prior to that tine, as prior to 
23 Doceaber 1942, the defendant Boerleln. 

DR. BUTE: Objection, Mr. President, hr. I.inskoff has nentioned 
a letter of Dr. Xikuth's as if that was a natter of course that thie lottor 
la known to Dr. Klkuth. If one centlons such a letter one nuet show it 
to the witness or read It to hln. 

MR. MlrlSXOJT: This letter which was referred to, if It pleaoo tho 
Cocnlseioner, was In the affidavit that the witness gave to the Defenso. 

THE PRIS IDIOT: I think that we should reooss for about fiftoon or 
twenty ninutos. It is about due. Vo will tcke a recess for fiftoon or 
twenty-oinutes. 

(A short recess was token.) 
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THE MARSHAL: This cco=is6ioa is again la session. 

THE CGi'iISSICJER: Tou cay proceed with your examination. 

MR. MQSKOJF: Mr. witness, I would like to go hack a nonent to thia 
subject we discussed a bit earlier. The reports that you ceatioa you 
received fron Dr. Martens concerning the testing of products suoh as 
B-1034. '-an you state whether you received . thoso directly froa Dh. Mortons 
or did yox get then through the defendant HoerleinT 

A. The reports of Dr. Martens to Leverkusen were sent to the attention 
of the director at *lberfeld. When Profesoor Hoerlein wns there then it 
la quite possible that he wns the first one who looked into theao reports, 
but it often happened this way that the reports cone into the hands of 
Professor Kikuth at *lberfeld or one of the other executive nenbors 
got hold of it first, or that Professor Ecerlein hinself saw then first. 

Ho often was awny on trips. If ewrything had been received by hin 
firot then a great deal of tine would have been lost. • 

i*. Well, isn't it a fact that when the copy went directly to you 
that that would be a second copy and incases where the first copy wont 
to you it would have gono to Boerlein first and be Initialled by hin and 
then forwarded to you? 

A. Ho, that was not the case, but nary letters case to ue in the 
original. 

x. In those cases where you received the original without any initials 
of the defendant Hoerlein on the reports, did you, when you later saw 
the defendant Hoorlein, inforn hin of the contents of those roporbs? 

A. ^es, in as far as I considered this necessary. If they were 
inportant natters then I discussod that with hio, but, if in ry opinion 
they were only unimportant natters then we to* note of that and that wno 
the end of it. 

%. Thank you. How, let us turn to the question that we ended with 

at the tine of the recess. Mr. witness, you have testified that tho 

clinical testing of Methylene Blue i n cases of typhus in about Decenter 

1942, was your diea. Sdw, I show you HI 9575, Zxhibit 1679 of the 
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Prosecution; that is docunent boolc 86, English page 29, Gernan page 34-35, 
vfaich document by the way appears as on page 32 of the Gernan, appears 
also in y3ur own affidavit that you have given to the defense. Now the 
ouestion that I jnt to you, Hr. witness, is if the idea for testing the 
preparation in typhus cases was your idea, will you explain how it i B 
that in 23 December 1942, when you sent thie letter, that the defendant 
Hoerlein had already sent the expose on the preparation to Dr. Krugowski, 
and had already prceised the necessary preparation for naking of the teste? 

A. The aettylene blue was discovered by ae and I had the inpreseion 
that actually this was a preparation »fclch had a specific effect against 
tyohus germs. A« during that time at the Tront and also at hone a great 
nucber of typhus cases occurred and the danger existed that we night 
have a large eoldenic, I therefore had the greatest interest in naking 
tests on people already sick and I had this preparation tried out by 
physicians in these cases as a possible renedy. 
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Q* Before I ask next question I want the record to show that 
it is Exhibit 1677 ire are talking about; HI 957S. Now, Mr. Witness, the 
question that I put to you «n, could you explain how it is that if the 
idea of testing mathylene blue on typhus cases at this tine was your idea 
how was it that the defendant Hoeriein prior to your letter expressing this 
idea, had already jrceased this preparation to Mrugowski and had already 
sent the expose on the preparation to -rugowski? 

A. That cy disco*»ry was brought to the attention of Professor 
Hoerlein by ne is a natter of course, and since this was a completely new 
natter I also handad hia the expose which he wanted to look at more 
closely. 


Q. Mr. ''fitness, in the ordinary course, you have testified this 
morning that the expose would be given frexa Elberf eld to Dr. Mortens, and 
Dr. Martins would than pass it on to persons he saw fit to nako the 
necessary ttsts. Now, in the case of methylane blue there seems to be 
sons conflict, and I am hoping that possibly you can clarify it. In your 
letter of Decembsr 23, 19^2, you send the exposa to Mortens and you ask 
that the clinical tests be started in connection with methylene blue as a 
cure for typhus, but in that some letter you tell Mertens that you want 
hia to pass on to “rugowski the necessary quantity of the preparation 
and you inform Mertens that Professor Hoerlsin has already sent him the 
expose. Now in the case of methylene blue is it your explanation that this 
was an exception from the usual procedure? 

A. In this case of njthylene blue, in contrast to the routine. 

It actually was an exception which might be explained by the fact that typfou 
is a particularly dangsrrus disease, and that in the field of typhus there 
was no time to be lost. 

Q» So that because of the energaicy created by a possible typhus 
epidemic, it is your testimony that the defendant Ho;rlein took a direct 
personal hand in s -eing to it that clinic! tests were made with 
methylene blue, and himself sent the expose to parsons protesting. That is 


aorrect. is it not? 


12480 




26 April - *-LU-9r8r£ratael (Int. Jualich) - 
Court Vi - Casa Vj /» Cocrds3ion 

I 

A. During that time almost every physician who had anything to 
do with typhus asked us whether wa could not give hin something against 
typhus. Mrugowski addressed this question to me and probably addressed it 
to Prof sssor Hoar lain as well, since this was a particularly urgent problem 
in which oaaa not time could be lost, and in order to avoid any loss of time 
it was possible that without previously informing Leverkusen I promised 
Urugowski that ha would get this. All the more would we inform L everkusan 
in this particular case, and we could deviate from the routine because 
Methylena blue was a preparation which had been known for more than twenty 
years as a curative preparation and therefore was nothing new. 

Q. We sort of got a little bit off the subject again. Now is it you 
testimony that it ms you who suggested to Urugowski the testing of 
methylene blue as a cure for typhus, and ev m before you gave the expose 
to Mertjna for testing? 

A. I personally visited Urugowski on cy own initiative and that 
waa because I winded to discuss malaria questions with him. Urugowski was 
the hygjnical expert of the *aff<jn-SS, and the representatives of the arqy 
had told me that the Waffon-SS on the whole held different opinions 
concerning malaria, and I therefore visited “rugowski in order to discuss 
malaria proprieties with him, and during this visit Urugowski told me that 
the malaria problaa was not so important at the moment. Uuch more important 
was the typhus problem, because they did not know how to combat typhus, 
and I then told him that I had found a preparation which is already known 
which probably will have same effect on typhus, and this preparation he 
could obtain everywhere. Howovt, I would inform him of the dosages to be 
used; the amount to be used; and that is why he asked me, to 33 * to it that 
he would get a large amount of methylene blue, which was to bo s mt to him 
with instructions as to the proper doses so that he could then distribute 
it from there. How Urugowski got hold of the expose I do not know. If this 
latter had not been in hand, I probably would have said that I had given 
Urugowski the expose. 

Q. Wall, in view of the fact that the letter is befqre you, can 
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you now explain how it ia that if you saw ife-ugowski and you promised him 
the priparati'ti, how is it that it was defendant Haerlein who sent him the 
expose? 

A. Ifrigcvski talked to Hoerlein before about the malaria question 
and it is quite possible that “rugowski discussed with him exactly, Just as 
I did, the question of typhus treatment. It is possible that he asked 
Hoerlein ab'xit this as well. 


Q. How, Mr. Witness, was it customary at that time to receive 
instructions free the defendant Hoerlein hims ;lf before sending any 


( 4 . Mr. Witness, I show you Hi 9575, Prosecution Exhibit 1679, in 
Book 86 , on page 29, German pages 3U and 55, and I call your attention, 

Ur. Witness, to the notation "Methylene to be sent ianodiately to Dr. 

• 

Mrugowski. Professor Hoerlein has not yet giv n any instructions". How 
will you explain, Mr. witness, why you require instructions from the de¬ 
fendant Hoerlein merely for sending methylene blue for testing? 

DR. H'LTSj Objection. I big your pardon, Mr. Commissioner, 

Mr. Minskoff rad as a handwritten note a remark which is supposed to say 
that Professor “oerlein — what did you s ay again? 


instruction" 


ER. HELTE: "Has not yet given instructions". Actually, in Gerraaf 
it risds: "Has not seen to it"; "has not arranged it". There is a . • 
difference betwe n it, at least in the G*nmn language, whether I say 


26 April - M-LU-10-l-Fox (Int.. Juelich) 
Court ^1 — Casa 71 Cocs&ission 


MR, 1GNSK0FF: If tha Court please, wa haven't gotten facilities, 
during tha questioning, to altar tha translations a., they are officially 
given to us in the doc unants, I was reading it fron a docuaent in the 
document book in evidence, and if there are any corrections to be made to 
the Englishtranslation, I suggest that Dr, Nalte oaks appropriate 
suggistions to the Court, The English as I read it appears in evidence, 

THE caaCSSIONER: Very well, p»rhapa on redirect examination it 
can be straightened out. 

DR. NELTEs Your Honor, I oust object to the charge r aised agains^ 
me here. What we are trying to get is the true testimony of tha witnass 
and if the English translation does not giv» exactly the sense of the 
original Orman, then I have the right to request that tha witness be 
informed about tha actual meaning or that ha bo given the Oerman text, 

MR. UIHSKCFF: He has the Ojrsnn tact in front of him. Yes, we 
gave him the German. Ho had all the Oerman. The witness has had, from 
the start, tha Oerman testimony in front of him. Th*r» couldn't be any 
possible confusion. 

THE COJaUSSIONTOi Very well. 

BY MR. MINSKCFFi (Continued); 

Q. How, tha question, Mr. Witness, if I may repeat it, is« 

Tias it customary at that time to require instructions from the defendant 
Hoerlain for tha mara matter of sanding out a pr.pari-tion for tasting? 

A. Whether at that time Prof jssct Hoerloin gave instructions to 
issue preparations, I can answ-tr that question in the negative because in 
the case of mathylana blue it i3 a case which ona could describe cs an 
exception. 

Q. AH right, Mr. Witness. How in this exceptional case of 
methylene blue and in this period of stress where there was a danger of 
typhus, do you recall whether tha defendant ^oerlein himself stressed the 
urgency of sending tha preparation to Mrugowski as quickly as possible? 

A. If Professor Hoerlein in this case showed some special 
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initiative, than this was partly done cn ay insistenoe because I had th3 
impression that tha gentlemen iron Leverkusen—that is, Dr. *ertens md 
Dr. Koenig — considered tha nathylene blua with a certain skeptical 
attitude because the results so far with ths other preparations, B- 103 U and 
nitro-acridin, had nr* been successful as cures. Dr. “srtens agreed to a 
test but right from the start they were not vjry optimistic about it. But 
since I personally, owing to ay own annual tests, had convinced nys-lf that 
methylene blue showed soma particularly good effects, I asked Professor 
Hoerlein in this ease to influence Leverkusen at ths same tine and to em¬ 
phasize that they should carry out these test and to put forward ay 
interests. 

Q. Mr. Witness, you Just stated that at that tine you were aware of 
the effect that other preparation* —such as acridin 3582 —were not 
effestive as a tr atnent for typhus. «U1 you explain Just how you know 
that at that tine acridin 3582 was not effeotivj as a cure for typhus? 

A. I did not say that I knew that., I said that Leverkusen had 
reached the exclusion that these pr»parations rare not much good. 

Well, did Levirkus *n in fora you that they reached that con¬ 
clusion? 

A. I said already that I often talked to Dr. Koenig and Dr. 

Koenig assured me again and again that everything we had tested up to that 
time had not shown any decisive results.. 

Q* In other words. Dr. Ko*nig infornad you of the experience and 
of tha results of the testing of other products as cures for typhus apart 
from Elbarfeld products? 

A. Wa discussed that and in the case of Brl03U I convinced nyself 
at Professor Seiffart's in Leipzig. 

CJ. Did Dr. Koenig tell you also of the circumstances in . 

which he found out that acridin was not effective for typhus. 

$ 

A. The circumstances? 

Q. That is the question I am asking you. He mentioned that it res 
not effective as a cure for typhus. Did he tell you how he found out. 
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through what kind of t?sts, through what kind of tests, through *hat kind 
of people, through what kind of circumstances that it was not effective? 

A. Certainly. He told me that he had this tasted by several 
people# As far as I know, quite a number of people did test it and 
certainly he probably mentioned the name of Dr. Vetter on that occasion. This 
probably happjned. But I could not imagine anything when I heard that 
name in particular because I didn't even know Dr. Vetter. 

Q. And did ha tell you that Dr. Vetter was conducting his tests 
in the Auschwitz Concentration Camp? 

A. Hs did not tall me that. 

Q. As a scientist. Hr. witness, wo ldn't you be interested in 
knowing under what circumstances and what kind of people the t,sts ware b*iqg 
made. Wouldn't that be a relevant factor in determining how good ths tests 
were? 

A. In these cases I was only lntirested concerting B-10& and on 
the basis of ny own research with Professor Seif fart, I could fora my own 
opinion. In this case of B-iojl*, I got information from Professor Rugo, 
who was known to me personally. 

Q. Now — I an sorry. You have more to say there? 

A. And after all I had personal rilati ns with the Hamburg 
Tropical Institute and I was convinced about this even sooner than the 
gentleman from Levo-kusen. 

Q Now, Jfc. Witness, you have tsstified as to the urgency of find* 
ing something to treat typhus. Now, was the particular urgency under which 
you and the defendant Bierlein had tho expose and preparations sent to 
Mrugowski, was that caused by a particular series of experiments which he 
contemplated c-nducting at that time? 

A. I do not know that a special series of tests ha'd be* planned. 

Q. Ur-> "itnass, I show you NO-265, which is Prosecution Exhibit l6p 
is in Book 85, on page 19 of the G -rnan. This is from the *>ing diary, 
entry 10 January 19^3. *ill you show it to the witness, please? Now, the 
part that I am particuarly referring to, is the heading, "Therapeutic 
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Experiments, Acridin and Aothylene Blue." 

A• It dojsn't say so here. 

That will b e pag« 19, I believe, of the Geraan. 

A. 19? 

Q. That is right. I an sorry, it is page 26. In it appears the 
heading, "Therapeutic Experiments, icridin and Methylene ^lue," and 
underneath the heading is : "On the suggsstion of 1.0. Farben Industry 
A.O., as spotted fever therapeutic^* were tested (a) Preparation 35S2, 
Acridin" and further on "(b) Methylene Biu*, tested in experiments on mice 
by Professor Kikuth, Elberfild." Now, Mr. Witness, may I ask you, 0o 
you know who, if anyone, in I.Q. Pcrben mode that suggestion? 

A. At any rate, nobody from Elberfeld made that suggestion. 

Q. “r. "itness, did a suggestion — I withdraw that. Methylerte'’ 
Blue was your particular product, was it not? 

A. fas. 

Q. And you are certain that you personally did not make the 
suggestionthat methylene blue be tested in typhus cases, on or about 10 
January 19U3? 

A. That I arranged for these tests to be carried out? That is not 
so. 

Q. Just so we gat the record clear, is it your testimony that 
you didn't suggest to Dr. Ding that these experiments be made or that you 
Just didn't suggest at that time that thire be experiments made? 

A* I did not suggest that any experiments were to be carried 

out. 

Q. I d^n't want the word "experiments" to be a word at bar. 

I want to know wh.ther you suggested that tests be made at that time. 

A. I merely talked about typhus with Urugowski and Mrugowski 
told me that a great mnber of typhus cases existed in the hospitals and 

I informed "rugwoski that I had found a cure, or rather a preparation 

# 

which probably would have s«ae effect in the case of typhus. Mrugowski 
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than asked na whether he could gat this preparation and I told him, "This 
is methylene blue which can be obtained anywhere," but that I would 
gladly cotaply with his desire by sliding a large amount of methylene blue 
free Levarkusjn for the treatment of the typhus casas. 
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Q. When you spoke to Krasovski, did you aloodscuss othor pro- 
paratiena which I.C-. Tnrben ride available t- him for toating in the cp.bo 
cf typhus? 

A, Ho, Mainly I telked with Mrugovski about cal aria prophylactics. 
Mothyleno blue and the typhus probloa, I only talkod about on tbo eido. 

<4* How, Mr, Vitness, Ik. Mrugowskl at this tloe was very nuch 
cencornod with the possibility of an epidemic of typhus and when ho dis¬ 
cussed the prebloj with you, did he Just speak to you about tho sugges¬ 
tion y-u had on your own crodnOt, without at all mentioning tho othor 
products which your own firn, 1,0. Tarbon, was caking ovailablo to him 
for similar toots? Xs that your testimony? 

K As far as I can rcoenbor, ho did not talk with mo about nny 
othor products, 

Q. Did you knew, **r. Witness, th«t Ik, Ding was ono of tho assis¬ 
tants of Dr. Krugovski? 

A, I did not know Ik, Ding, X only hoard about him nftor tho 
war. And of courso sinco I did not know hla I could not know that ho 
was a collaborator of Mrugowtkl. 

<4 , During tho war, you did not soe Zio roport of Ik, Ding ao 
to tho rosultt of oxporlmonts on typhus canon of acridin, rut ono 1, 
methylono blue? That roport never caao to your attention? 

A. Ho, 

M3. MINSKGST: Thank you. Ho further questions. 

HSBIHSCT ZXAMXKATIOH 

BY DR. lELTEt 

Witness, tho prosecution talkod with you about tho rogular 
Saturday discussions in Slborfold. I ra intorostod to knew whothor 
during one of thoso Saturday neotinga in Slborfold at any tioo tho ques¬ 
tion was discuscod whether it would bo useful lhat preparations which 
Slborfold handod in for clinical tosts should bo tried out in concen¬ 
tration camps. 
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A. airing thoBO Saturday conferences, tkle quoation which you 
Just noationed waa never discussed, 

Can you toll dc whothor tho concentration crop lnmatoe woro 
suitahlo objects for clinical toata? 

A, I do not conalder than eultable for toata hecauao they probab¬ 
ly aro peoplo whoso phyalcal and aontal state has doterloratod and If 
these peoplo whoso contal and phyalcal state la weak, if tests woro to 
bo carried out on thoa, probably vpong conclusions would be drawn which 
at least could net bo generalized. 

Q. Tou noon then that clinical tosta on concentration carp lnnmtoo 
would normally be sonsoless bocauso «no cannot got a roault which la 
valuablo goncrally? 
fas. 

Q. If you talked to a physician say about nothylone bluo or B-1034 
and handod thoso means to a physician for clinical toata, at that tlno 
could you hare ei*p°« #d *nd anticipated that thie physician might uao 
thlo preparation and teat It for its effoctlvonosa on pooplo whon ho 
previously injected artificially? 

A. That would be quite Impossible , that one of ue would over 
have thought of a thing llko that. 

9a *hy la this idea so lmpoaalblo? 

A* Bocause human beings Just aren't teat animals, bocauso thla 
violates tho othlca of doctora and phvslclans, 

9a. v «lli you aoo it did happen, in fact. I Just want to ask you* 
Is artificial Injection of typhus Just as sultablo to obtain good re¬ 
sults In a teat? Ihee It have the sa=o results as a natural Infection 
would hare? 

A, ^or a therapeutical opinion on a preparation, we always prefer¬ 
red to hare a person who naturally was infected with a dlseaoo, A human 
being who has boon Infected artificially Is not so sultablo for ouch a 
therapeutical teat because tho Illness on tbo whole is much more sorlous 
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In the case of artificial infoction than in the case of natural infec¬ 
tion. 

Q. Thoroforo, the oontonce also applioa that there would ho no 
point in it to sake therapeutic tests on people you hal infoctod arti¬ 
ficially bccauso the rosults would not ho raluahlo generally. There¬ 
fore there would he no advantage achieved for husanity? 

1- Tos. ' 

ij. In any report which you oar, no aattor froa whom, did you over 
read that oxperisentt wero carried out in concentration caspo, on con¬ 
centration caap insatos? 

A. Ho, I only hoard about euch <_rpcrincnts after tho ond of tho 

war. 

0. Tho prosocutor discussed with you tho effoctivonooo of B-1034. 

Ho said that in July 1942 you roallzod that tho preparation was not otrong 
onough in ordor to Justify its applicability. I now ask you! I^os it 
occur that a now cure has good rosults in tosta on ® Inals hut in thora- 
poutic tosta on a huaan boing it does not haTo tho tuao effoct as it 
hod In tho tosts on anlaals? 

A. Tos, that hrqjpons. 

Would tho fact that you night boliovo that tho effoct on tho 
hunan boing is difforent than that on an’ anlaal, stop you fron making 
furthor oxperi D onts in ordor to dovolop tho suhstnneo? 

A. Tos. 

«<. When? 

A. I would conduct further exporinontt in any caso if tho prepara¬ 
tion was not successful on huaan beings hut did show oooo offoct in 
eilnal testa. Then tho continued oxporinonts would bo that now prepara¬ 
tions of tho saao typo would ho nodo which would also he triod out in 
tests on anlaals, hoping that bettor preparations would ho tho rosult. 

<2, Then you would continue th oxporicmt? 

A. Tos. 
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Q. I now noan if such a preparation —as, for exasplo, B-1034 _ 

in tho aniaal tost reduced the aortality to thirty por coat, while tho 
n-rnal oortality for the saao grotqjs would bo thirty-four por cont, 
would it bo worth while to soil this preparation? 

A. Ho. 
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Q Frco the point of view of the physicians and'of the research 
vforkor, would there bo a danger for the person who is being treated 
with this preparation because tho mortality rate was reduced fron 

I 

thirty-four to thirty par cont? 

A Yes, of course it would bo the physician's duty to continue 
further exporioonts of that kind and in such a caso it would bo our 
dity to pit the preparation at the disposal of tho physician without 
actually soiling it publicly. In such a caso, w e would not sell it, 
piblicly, tut all tho persons interested who had such casos of illnoss 
would bo givan this in ordor to uso it for troataont. 

Q And may I ask yai whothor any harn would bo done to a typhus 
caso by ueinj such a preparation'/ Could it havo boon possible? 

A No. This is sham by tho fact that tho porcontago has boon 
rodicod, oven if only slightly. 

Q Thorofore, thero aro casos whoro tho offect is not so strong 
that it Justifies soiling a product publicly, but it is good onough 
in ordor to bo an inprovoaont in tho fiold of euro? 

A Yos. 

Q And is that tho caso with B-1031*? 

A Yos, 

* 

Q Tho prosocution pit to you tho docuaont H-12l*l*3, or at least 
they aentionod it. This is a letter cf the Sciontifie Department II 
to you. It concerns tho plysician Kozocky. Thoy talkod about a Russian 
physician here. That is wrong. It was a Gorman physician. Tho lottor 
roads: "To Army Doctor, Assistant Doctor, Dr. Kozocky, Field Post No. 
08751, whe on tho 12th of Fobruary 191*2 rocoivod testing materials of 
the preparation B-103U, sent us throe sick caso histories mado out by 
a Russian fanale physician, of which we are giving you a Gorman trans¬ 
lation of each one. lSany new developaents cannot be soon from theso 
coHcunications," And now another docuaont in the prosecution's docu¬ 
ment book, is tho translation of the letter of the fanale doctor. Dr. 

T, to the Assistant Physician Dr. Ifabort Kozocky, and I quoto the letter 
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by the Russian fesaalo doctor to tho German Fidld Doctor, Anny Doctor. 

* 

"I thonk you for the preparation you sent no, I could only apply it 
on throe patients. I have gathered tho following impression. Tho 
proparation improvos tho subjective state of iho patient and spooda 
up the recovery. That is, tho state of health is reestablished 
sooner." I do not know why tho prosecution loft this in tho documont 
book, this letter by the Russian fe mal e doctor. . What is your opinion 
of this? 

A Hy opinion is tho saao as tho favorable opinion many othor 
physicians had on this preparation. For oxaaplo. Dr. Soiffort, who 
was a groat authority in this field and who knows mich about typhus 
from tho last world war alroady, tho Pirst Vforld War, ho was nlroady 
firmly convincod that this proparation was, he said, important concern¬ 
ing typhia. 

Q Thoroforo, wo actually havo a oaso horo whoro tho offoct in 
tho animal tests of typhus was soallor than intho enso of tosts on 
human boinga? 

A Yos. 

Q The examination by Professor Woo so, was this so? Would you 
say that this proparation could havo somo harmful offoct on tho typhus 
case? 

A No, that is not so. Tho proparation B-1034 is a proparation 
s i mi l ar to prontosil, which is closely rolatod to prontosil. And that 
proparation, prontosil, has boon tried out in millions of casos, on 
huaan beings who had sufforod from all kinds of disoasos. That is why 
it is quite impossible that this preparation could do any harm to tho 
person who has typhus. If individual observations show that tho pre¬ 
paration did not agroe with the patient, then it shows tho fact that 
aspirin and other preparations and other substances have not been very 
effective oithor in sase oases of typhus bocauso in thoir stato of 

weakness the patients often are not in a position to swallow tho pro- 

» ♦# 

m .V . 

paration and because the stcoach is so empty that they,also vcmit these 
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preparations. But this applios not only, to B-103U but also in general 
to ary medical predicts, any drugs which are given to the patients. 

Q TThen discussing with Mrugarski these questions, did you ask 
him that the clinical testa say be oarriod cut with methylene blue? 

A No. Mrugowski told bo about the groat nutter of typhia cases 
mong the soldiers and he asked no what ono cculd do in such a case 
and whether in the peantime we had not got so far as to find a euro 
for this disease. 

Q Did the prosocution ask ycu whether a cortiinjijnount of pres¬ 
sure was exorcisod on Itrugowski to try ait this product, aothylone 
blue? Fraa tho roply, wo understand that your answor is in tho nogativo 
os far as tho origin of your discussion is concornod. Tho passngo about 
which tho proeocution s >oak3, that rofors to documents which thoy sub¬ 
mit tod and thoy quotod it, in as ftr as shipnonts of aothylono bluo aro 
concornod. I would liko to ask you whathor you know tho procoodingo. 

Why tho moaent you sont tho lottor to Hortons, Profosaor Hoorloin ob- 

• « • e 

vitusly was impationt and answorod that tho lottor had not yot boon 
sont off. Did you know about that? 

A Professor Hoorloin was inpatient about it bocauso a cortain 
delay had occurrod by not sonding off tho preparation and whon wo in¬ 
quired from Lovcrkuson about it, wo found that tho preparation had not 
boon sont off as wo thought in Eborfold tut that this shipnont had not 
yot boon sont off. 

Q Did ilrugcwski or Ding over receive a roport about tho applica¬ 
tion of mothylono bluo? 

A Ho. 

Q Did you know that itrugowski ted any official relations with 
the Concentration Camp Buchonwald or any other concentration oamp? 

A to. 

Q The prosecution boliovod that in tho case of methylene bluo one 
could find that ycu departod fren tho usual proceduro according to which 
all normal clinical tosts wore condicted by the Scientific Department 


12494 


26 Apr i 1 8-i«-H3-124:-Fox (Int. Juolich) 
Court No,VI, Case No.VI (ODIOilSSION) 


in Lovorloisen. Ycti aroworod to quostion whother you yourself or 
at the roquost of Professor Hoorloin, did you arrango for tho clinical 
tests to bo carried out, with Professor llrugouski? 

A I wont to !{rugowski on ay own initiative, on tho advico of tho 
gontlanon fran tho Military Uodical Academy, 

Q Thorofore you yourself saw to it that tho clinical tost was 
carried out. 

A I did not soo to it that it would bo carried out, 

Q Oh, I soo, you did not oarry it out. You said nothylono blue 
was not a now preparation? 

A No, it is a preparation which for about twonty-fivo yoars has 
boon sold piblicly and which has boon usod in all kinds of infoctious 
diooasos, moro or loss successfully — malaria, for oxa n plo, various 
infostions, orysipolas, and othor disoasos. 

Q Thoroforo, in such a caso ono cannot talk about a clinioal 
tost, but how wwild you Judgo this caso? 

A I would not talk about a now preparation, but about finding 

* f • 

a now application of a projnration which alroady oxistod. 

* 
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Q If this preparation already exists, and if it is known by 
doctors, does that determine that it is completely hamless, tote 
used on fair an beings? 

A Yes. 

DR. J2LTE: Thank you, I havo no further questions. 

THE COWJSSIONER: If the prosecution has a great many questions — 
MR. JQNSKOFF t No, Just a few. 

THE COM1ISSIONER: Very well. 

RECJCSS EXAMINATION 

BY HR. MINSKDFFl 

Q One thing I would like to get clear, and that is, you have 

* 

nentioned there that yai received roports ovon in cases that Dr. Nelto 
Just stated to you—throe patients only wore involved. You received 
reports fran all other sources as to hew the testa cane out on your 
proAict. Now, is it yair testinony that you receivod reports as,to 

e - # . 

testing of your prodict all over except the reports that Vottor sont 
fran Auschwitz and fron fiauthauaon over a period of several years—that 
those reports you did not receivo? Is that yair testinony, Ur. Witness? 

A *es. You nentioned this one report of three caaos, but as Dr. 
Nelte Just pointed out, this was a very iaportant report. This was 
a report which had speoial significance. It happened that Dr. Koenig 
called ne up and said, "A report has been roceived freen a staff physi- 
cian, So-and-so. There are perhaps thirty cases, but they are jipt vory 
critical. I think there is no point in ay telling yai about therfe ro- 
suits and sending you the report." Because it was not Dr. Koenig's 
dity to send aa all the reports. j 

Q Your answer to Dr. Nelte was quite broad. You didn't limit 
yarnself .to the docurent > he read to you. You said sure you received 
that and many reports froa other doctors. Now, my question is: 

Wasn't it customary for you to receive reports from various dootors 
and various testing places so tiflt you could see how ycur pro&ict was 
Baking out in the various tests? 
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•V 

i 

A It still is not possible that in srae cases all reports could 

» 

be sent because I actua l ly was a mal a r ia specialist and I had to take 
an interest in this big problma cost of all and Airing the war reports 
arrived daily. Semetines I did not even have tine to look at each in- 
dividial import. That would have been quite inpossible. 

Q Mr. Witness, I understand that, but I also recall your testi- 
cony this morning, that you were told by a nan as important as Dr. 
Mrugowski that at that time it was far more important to fight typhus 
than it was to fight malaria. And now I am asking you, on this im¬ 
portant question of typhis, when Dr. Vetter sent reports for more than 
two years, not one report, hit a whole series of reports over two years, 
did none of those reports ocoo to you? 

A Dr. Vetter, as far as 3 heard afterwards, niilnly worked with 
Hoochst preparations and not with our preparations. The only thing 
he did with the Blberfeld preparations was with B-103li and right from 
the beginning I was informed about this, ^his was nothin new to mo, 
this test by Dr. Vetter. 

Q May I ask this question, ur. Witness? How many tablets aro 
used in the treatment of one typhis patient, on tho mothyleno blue? 

A I camot say that offhand. 

Q Doyoi recall approximately how much yew required for the 
treatment of one person? 

A I roally don't knew. I do not know any more now. I cannot 
say. hit ny expose may show something about that. 

Q JUst one quostion moro. !tr. Witness, you stated that this 
was an old .preparation. For nany, nany years it has boen used. Isn't 
it a fact that for typhis it was a brand-new preparation, with no 
previous experience whatsoever? 

* With methylene blue? 

Q les, 

A With methylene blue, yes. In literature statements has been 
made from which one coild draw the conclusion that methylene blue had 
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a certain effect in the case of hunan typhus cases. It wasn't pure 
methylene blue, but it was a product which contained methylene blue. 
This had already been written down in literature. 

Q The only thing I an trying to print out here is to clarify 
the point you nado, that this was an old preparation, that there was 
a great deal of experience in its use, and ray point is—and I want to 
get your answer on it-^-that as a cure for typhus it had not been pre¬ 
viously used. And that, in that sense, you were testing as a cure for 
typhia a brand-new product. 

A The jure nettylene bluo, as wo used it for tho therapeutical 
tests, had not been used before. That probably was not used before 
because in Genanny and in Central Europe typhia did not exist. The ty¬ 
phus problem only arose Airing the war horo. 

!R. HINSKDF?: Thank you. Ko further questions. 

DR. NELTE: Just one quostion. I Just would like to ask ono ques¬ 
tion. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. HELTEx 

e & 

Q Concerning tho problea of roports, I would - llko to clarify this 
and therefore I ask you, is it correct that the roports of the Pharma 
agencies in Germany regularly sent reports to Hoechst and Elborfeld 
via L 6 ver!<usen, but that the reports which were outside the Pharma re¬ 
ports j is that correct? 

A Tee. 

Q Is it correct that in all other oases you were instructed or 
rathor ycu depended on occasional roports, depending on the decision of 
tho Scientific Departnont? 

A Yes. 

e 

DR. HELTEx Thank you. I have no further questions. 

MR. MIJBKOPF: No f\irthor questions. 
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THE COflCSSTONSR: The c om! a s ion will be in recess until one 
thirty. 

(A recess was taken until 1330 hours.) 

N 
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COi£ISSICK 

AFT2PJOON SESSION 

(The hearing reconvened at 1345 hours, 26 April 1943) 

THE WARS HAL: The C oasis si on of Tribunal VI is again in session. 

DR. FLAECHSN2R: Dr. Flaechsner for the Defendant Dr» Buetefiach. 

Ur. Coeds si oner, with the agrseaent of the Prosecution I call tho 
witness Dr. Hans Sauer, from Kronberg in the Taunus. 

DR. HANS SAUER, a’witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 

THE COMtllSSION^: The witness will raise his right hand and repeat 

• • • 

after me: "I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will spoak 

. • 9 - m • 

the pore truth, and will ordt and add nothing." 

(The witness repeated the oath) 

The witness will be seated. . 

The defenso counsel nay procoed with the examination. 

DIRECT EXA12NATICW 

BY DR. FLAECKSNER: 

Q. Dr. Sauer, for the record will you please givo your residence, 
your profession, and your date of birth? 

A. Kronborg in the Taunus, Schillerstrasse 6, Bigineer by 
profession; born on 12 Ifcrch 1390. 

Q. Dr. Sauor, for the defense of !*. Buetofisch you have mado out 
several affidavits. In agreenent with the Prosecution you are to testify 
only about your affidavit of 13 October 1947, Document Buotofisch 173, 
Buetofish Exhibit Ho. 28. 

Do you have this document in front of you? 

A. Yes, yes—No. 173. 

Q. I an just told that 
you about the affidavit of 28 
259. Do you have that cne ir. 

Document No. 259. 

A. Yes, yes, I havo that 
Q. Dr. Sauer, do you have 

these 2 documents, or do you have anything to correct or explain in then*? 
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:o:ussiok 

A. No. 

Q. Then, the witness will be available to tie Prosecution. A 
THE COJUISSICNER: The Prosecution ray proceed with the cross- 
exauinaticn. 

CHC6S 3CA13 NATION 

BY 12. MXNSKOFP: 

Q. Mr. Witness, I'a referring to your affidavit Buetcfisch 
Document No. 259, which I believe is Buetefish Exhibit 47. 

You state on the first page that the proximity of tho Auschwitz 
concentration canp was by no oeana considered an advantage because its 
workers, at the nost, were suitable only for earth work in levelling 
tho ground. 

Now, Ur. Witness, isn't it a fact that whon you aro confronted with 
the building of a large plant t;*t tho wost iioportant single factor is 
tho availability of Just such labor? 

A. Shall I answer now? 

Q. Ploaso. 

• • 

A. On all construction sites ne had tho host conditions if tho 
workers who had boon recruited remind thoro, *>r!:od their way into it, 
ard gradually changed freo tho oarth work to tho other phases of work. 

It is absolutely unhealthy if one ulways has to bring in new workers for 
every new type of work., 

Q. Now, witness, isn't it a fact that when you require carpcnty 

"or!; you hire carpenters and when you require bricklaying you hire 

bricklayers—that you don't necessarily use the original laborors who 

dug the trenches and the f oundation or did tho other types of w>rk in 

tho construction? Isn't that so? 

A. Yes, the staff on the construction sites gradually increases. 

Those, at the beginning—the staff which did the earth work^-would 

then be able to train tho others. Tho staff of tho construction site 

Auschwitz started small: 3,0 lX) - 5,«X> - 10,000 - 20,00 - 25,COO; and 

% 

one group took ovor the other group. 
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counssiaj 

Q. Now, Ur. Witness, let ae try to clarify x?hat seens to be a 
very simple point. The workers that you require in the construction of 
a plant at the outset, who do digging *©rk and tronch work and foundation 
war!:, they are not necossarily the saao ones that could do bric/claying 

or carpentry wrk on electrical work are they? 

0 

A. Those arc not the saoo, but I oaphasito that we usually preferred 
to -.;ork with people who liked to uork and who were willing to work and who 
regained to work for us. 
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Q Now, let us get bade to the first question. When you s tate 
that it was no advantage to be near the concentration camp because the 
workers there were only suitable for leveling the ground, you are 
speaking abait an entirely different consideration than you are men- 
tioning now when you speak about a willingness to work. Is that so, 

Mr. Witness? 

A I said here that the people at most Seined useable for 
foundation work, that is, utility workers* Of course we preferred 
workers who could grow into the work, who retained there, and when 
one could continue to train. 

Q Porhape I have not quite followed you. How long did you 
contemplate the workers would rasa in if they were free workers? They 
were not ixmates of a concentration canp, were thay7 

A I don't understand. 

Q fell, lot se pit it in another way. In any ovent, if tho 
plant was built and y<w started proAiction, there is no question that 
at that time yoi rsquired chemists and technicians. The sano pooplo 
who built the factory couldn't be used, or workod in, as you say, as 
permanent staff, could they? 

A No, the workers, and this can be seen from the Uuna plant, 
and there wore many, who woro used in the construction of tho building 
lator became foremen. And they started from the very beginning. *■ 

Q Now, I think we understand each other. Or are you refer¬ 
ring to than as the actual constructora.of the plant. How, lot me 
ask you, in the actual construction of the plant, why couldn't the 
concentration camp inmates be of txocondcus assistance when you wero 
so short of labor at that tine? 

* The inaates of the concentration camp were not usefbl in 
a technical manner. We had no influence in the aaployaent of these 
people who did not belong to us, and that's why we would not have been 
able to use them in a useful way. 

Q Now, Mr. Witness, let me ask you this question. Did you 


12303 


26 Apr U8-A-1B-1S & 16-2-Ranler (Int. Lea) 

PARBBN C0I2GSSI0N 

know, at the cutset, when they first chose this site as the place 
for the construction of the plant, what kind of workers tho iniates 
of tho concentration caap would be? 



Q Then, Mr. Witness, how oan yai say that they were not very 
usefbl because of the fact that you couldn't dispose of than freely. 
and because they had certain inhibitions because of the SS or for • 
other reasons if, at the time, you didn't know what kind of people 
they w ere gaing to bo? How could that enter into your calculations? 

A I don't understand the contradiction. 

Q Porhape it is ny fault. When you stato, in your affidavit, 
that boing near tho concentration caap was no advantago bocauso those 
workers had vory United use, and you explained, a few manonts ago, 
that one of tho roasons that they woron't usoful was bocause they 
woron't froe, how could thoso factors ontor into tho calculations 
in the selection of tho Auschwitz sito if, at tho tino, you didn't 
ovon know what kind of workers ifould bo provided by tho concentration 
camp? 

A In selecting the sito of Auschwitz this played no part. 

The Auschwitz sito was selected bocauso it was near tho Silesian 
soft coal deposits, because there vae a river there, because there 
was a railroad roil, and if one looks at tho map, one is almost forced 
to choose the Auschwitz site. Tho fact of tho concentration camp did 
not play ary part. 

Q Did yai participate in the early discussion Drior to the 
selection of the sito at Auschwitz? 

A Ito. 

Q So that you don't really know ho* aich of a factor tho con¬ 
centration caop was in tho choosing of the sito? 

A No. 

Q Thank you. Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. Witness, isn't 
it true that the question of labor procurernt was, right from the 
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26 Apr U8-A-U9-15 & 16-3-Ramler (Int. Lea) 

FAR32N COiflllSSION. 

beginning, among the main probless of the erection of the plant? 

A *03. 

Q I aa sorry, I didn't hear your answer. 

A fes. 

Q Thank you. 

A The procurement of the worker3 was a main question in the 
construction of this plant because the plant was outside of all facili¬ 
ties. There were no Urge cities nearby, no large plant nearby. There 
was no university city nearby. Wo had to practically get all workers, 
procure than, and if wo had boon free, we would not havo got any in¬ 
mates.”* Wo valid havo got Gorman woricors. 

Q ton, Ur. Witnoss, if, as you say, it was a main problm, 
as it obviously mat bo to havo labor, if you aro going to build a 
pUnt, then wouldn't it bo necessary, through any coapotont onginoor, 
beforo ho approved a sito, to havo takon caro of that very important 
factor, the procurement of Ubor? 

K That was tho job of the **oich Econanic Ministry. They gnvo 
us tho order. 

Q Lot me understand this one thing. Aro wo dear that boforo 
choosing a sito, a coapotont onginoor wculd havo to toko caro of tho 
problem of tho nocossary procurement of Ubor to build tho pUnt? 

A Yos. 

Q Thank you. New, you mentioned that tho conditions at 
Auschwitz were such that thoy required, they gave no reason to report 
on than. They wero perfectly normal. Mow, let mo ask you this, ?Jr. 
Witnoss. Whon yoi woro in Auschwitz, nhoro did you live? 

A I always lived in Loans, and in Jiorseburg wo wore informed 
about Auschwitz first in the.bogiming of l?la. Then many a construc¬ 
tion conferanco took pUco in which tho requirements for tho Merseburg 
order were bright into Record uith the Buna plant which was alroady 
being constructed. It was my job to look after the engineering phase 
of the construction, especially the assenbly of machinery. 
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PARBEN CGiMSSION. 


Q Before wo leave this port of the question, nay I ask you 
this. In the planning which took place in Leum concerning Ausch¬ 
witz, was that just the Dofondant Buetefisch who was responsible 
and in charge of that? This is in Leum. Or was there also De¬ 
fendant Schneider and Defendant Duerrfeld? 

A The Leuna port was handled by Dr. Von Staden. Ho attended 
all conferences and had to decide about evorythii* which ooncornod 
Leuna. In the execution of the pro gran. Dr. Buotefisch had tho 
total planning. He did not concern hinaelf with thoso individual 
conferences. 

Q Who had tho overall planning in comottion with the 
problan cf oorsormel in Leuna? 

A In all constmction sitos thero was a construction 
authority who took caro of that. First of all thero was Hr. Faust, 
then Dr. Duorrfold who grcdxally grow into this job and thon ho bo- 
cap* tho dir actor of tho construction plant. 

Q fbw, Mr. Witness, you usod to visit Auschwitz, but you say 
you didn't live thoro at all, is thet right? 

J1 No, I livod in Loura. 

Q Alright. Now, Hr. Witnos3, did you evor visit tho dwell¬ 
ings in which other aaployoos of 1.0. Farben lived who workod in 
Auschwitz? 

A Altogether I was in Auschwitz perhaps six tin os, and ovory 
tine I looked at workers' homos end barracks, since this was of tho 
greatost Laportanco for the constmction pro grans that the workers 
were accommodated well and were decently treated. We all agreed 
that only willing workors could bo of use to us, • 

Q When you say "we all agreed" a ro you referring to mootings 
that you attended, like constmction conforcnces or weekly conferences, 
at Auschwitz? 

A "We all agreed"—I mean fay that Dr. Schneider and Dr. 
Duerrfeld. 
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26 Apr U8-A-UB-15 & 16-5-Raaler (Int. Lea) 
FARBEN OOlliBSION 


Q Now, tho question was, was that agrood upon in tho weekly 
conferences or construction conferences, or aro you referring now to 
txirely personal discussions you had of which there are no records? 

A First of all, I refor to the info rani conferences, and 
then there were the construction conferences. All concerns of the corv- 
strudtion fiamgeoent were discussed thoTo, and tho procurement and 
treatment and employment of workers played a largo part. 

Q Now, in tho treatment of woritors, do you know how many em¬ 
ployees of 1. 0 Auschwitz lived in ono barracks? 

A I don't know, tut yoi probably have the documents, 

Q I ask you that question, Mr. TTitnoss, bocauso you s to tod 
that it was so important to aako sure that tho maployoos and work or s 
woro happy and well takon caro of. Yew say that you visitod Auschwitz 
six tinos, and that oach timo yew wont to tho barracks. Now, my 
question is simply this. At thoso timos, did you ovor obsorvo how 


many onployoos of 1.0. Auschwitz ovor lived in ono barrack? 

A Woll, I don't know how to answor this. If tho barrack 
v»as big, a lot of then livod thoroj if it was small, a few of then 
lived in it. Everyone had his own bod, his closet, his chair, his 
day-roan, and Sr. IXiorrfeld shewed this to us. 

Q Now, let us for a accent turn to the barracks which housod 
the Eastern workers, the Ukranians, the Polos. Now will you toll tho 

w 

Commissioner Just how they woro housed in their barracks? 

A «Aist thoso pooplo intorestod us and no differ one os woro 

• 

mado. And I can say this right non, no wore not at all in favor of 
employing foreign laborers in our plant. This was an order of Mr. 
Hitler which turned around all existing directives thus far. We woro 
vary disappointed about tho fact that uo had at that time to take so 
many foroign workers instead of German workersi 

Q Hr. Witness, just the other day a defense witness testifying 
before the Tribunal mentioned that there were four in his room. Non, 
is it ycur testimony that the foreign workers also livod four in a 


26 Apr U8-A-MB-15 L l6-6-Ranler (Int. Lea) 
FARBBH COJf'ISSTON 


room, or was it nore eroded then that? 


A Toll, I sarr largo roars which were just as large as this 
roon, and porhaps there were sixteen people in a roaa. That dependod 
on the way the barracks were constructed* 

Q Did ycu ever visit Uonowitz? 

A No. 

Q Ur. Witness, can you say, of your own knowledge, can you 
doscribo the nature of tho washing facilitios and toilet facilities 
in tho barracks provided the Bis tom workers and tho Croatians and 
Ukranians? 

A I cannot say that in detail arjy noro. I can noroly say 
that they existed, that thore was a possibility to do that, and I 
retrombor how Dr. Duorrfeld shewed that to us. 

Q Now, Mr. Wit nos s, Jbou havo statod in your affidavit that 
it was contrary to tho work rogilations and customs of I. 0 . to ta¬ 
pes o heavier wort on tho prisoners than on tho othor workors. Now, 


tho quostion I want to put to you is this* Is it your tosttaony 


that tho imatos did tho exact, 


typo of work that tho Oornans 


and othor porsonnel did at Auschwitz? 

A Yos. As far as I wasablo to obsorvo, thoro wore no 


differences. 


Q And, Ur. >'itnoss, can you stato from your own observations 
% • 
whether tho physical condition of tho inmates at Auschwitz woro such 


that they could perform tho 
could porfora? 


typo of work that Dormans and others 


A Ono cannot tell that off-hand whon looking at a man, in what 
kind of shape ho is. From tho inaates which I saw I gained tho im¬ 
pression that they were not about to collapso. . 


Q Did they look weak and undemeurishod? 

A to.. 

Q Did you over, at any tine, witness tho workors leaving the 
Plant and going back to Monowitz? 
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FARBS?: COMMISSION 

A I didn't obsorvo that. I only was in Auschwitz for a very 
short tine. Half a day or a day was spent in conferences, and in the 
aftomoon, inspections wore made* 

Q ltr. Witnoss, when did ycu first learn of the soloction 
of I. 0. Auschwitz as the site for the fourth Buna plant? 

A When I first heard about the planning, you mean? 

Q When did ycu first hoar that I. 0. Auschwitz was selected 
for tho aits of the fourth Buna plant? 

A Approximately, shortly after tho order was given. 

0 "Vhon did ycu first lorn, Mr. Witnoss, that Gooring, tho 
Roichsmarshal Gooring, had issued an ordor evacuating Auschwitz to 
oako room for 1. 0. Porsonnol and to mako concentration camp inmatos 
available to 1. 0. Farben for tho building of Auschwitz? 

A I found that to bo a fact when I got them. 

Q Whonwas that? 

A That mst hjvo boon in tho boginning of 191*1. 

Q Do you rocall any noro exactly than that? Was it 
Fobruary? 

A No. I don't know exactly. In tho boginning thoro wore 
misgivings in Auschwitz about the soil on which tho plant was to bo 
constructed. 

Q Toll, Ur. Witness, did ycu over hoar of tho Defendant 
Schneider or the Defendant Buotefisch taking any stops to discontinue 
tho use of concentration camp iraates at I. G. Auschwitz? 

A In order to do what' 

9 

Q Did you ever hoar of the Defendant Schneider or the Do- 

I 

fondant Buotefisch taking any stops to havo discontinued tho use of 
concentration camp imatos for tho building of I. G. Auschwitz? 

A I considered it possiblo because it was our opinion, 
but such a step and when it happened as such, is not known to ao. 

UR. ITTttSKDFFt Thank you Tory each. No further quostions. 
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FAR32N CO123SSI0N 

•/ 

% 

REDIRECT EXVimnON 

BY DR. FLAFCKSfER (For tho Defendant Buetefisoh) 

Q Dr. Sauer, when Auschwitz was begun, wasn't it a fact 
that th6 workers' question was equally difficult throughout Qenaany ? 

A .Then Auschwitz was started, the Ministry of Economics and 
other agoncies dawn dad mch more than could be acccmplished, It 
was ny specific Job, given to no by Professor Krauch in rofercnco 
to tho mineral oil installations, to give him an exact report as to 
what cculd be accomplished and what could not bo uccoaplishod. It 
was qy specific job, givon to no by Prcfossor Krauch in roforonco to 
the mineral oil Installations, to givo him an exact report as to what 
could bo acccmplishod and what could not bo accomplished. 

Q But this docs not ansuor ay quostion. I askod you, in tho 
beginning of 19U1, wasn't tho labor quostion oqually difficult all 
over Gonrary? 

A Yes. 

Q TTas there ary other industrial Aroa whero workers woro 

free? 

A ?fc. 

Q Did ono, therefore, not have to get workors equally for 
any othor sito whore a plant ms to bo constructed as in tho caso of 
Auschwitz? 

A Yes, without a doubt. 

Q In selecting a sito for a plant, which was to bocome a 
pormanent plant, was not tho quostion of tho proximity of natural re¬ 
sources and of tho suitable terrain, tho transportation situation for 
the workers of much maro importance than the quostion of procuring 
tho labor which one can always get there? 

A fos, as Louna shews..... 

1£R. 1HNSKDFF: If it please tho Coanissionor, the questions 
have all bsen such as to load tho witness to tho answer desired. 

N ow, this is the witness of the defense, not a prosecution witness. 


12510 






26 Apr L8-A-V3-15 ft 16-9-Rralor (Int. Lea) 
fahbbn a mission 


and the questions should not suggest the answers. 

DR. FLAECKSNER: I am conducting a redirect examination 
where they only refer to the questions which the Prosecution has 
asked* The formla is, in ay opinion, not objectionable* Thoy are 
not leading questions. Would you ploase answer, witnoss? 

THE CO>?lISSIOJGP.: Wait a nimto. H© will answer, and tho 
Tribunal will consider the tpestion and pass on that. 

BY DR. FLAESCHNER: 


Q Dr. Sauer, As far as tho question of tho omploymnt of tho in¬ 
mates is concerned, you woro asked whother foundation woricors aro not 
ecployod for a short periodj in the construction of a plant, thon 
como tho carpentors, and thon case tho brick layers, otc., etc., 
until the Auschwitz plant is ccoplotcd. How, I ask you, is tho 
construction of such a giant plant not dono in stops, in different 
phasos? Isn»t tho construction of such a plant oarriod on in stops? 

A If only ono plan i* to bo carriod out, thon of courso, 
in tho boginning thoro is construction work, but in constructing a 
plant, it is expoctod that additions aro noodod and construction is 
always boing dono, and in tiro end a construction dejartmont remains 
which always doos ro;eir work so that construction sector is 
rotained throughout the construction until tho plant is in operation. 

Q In order to clarify that, I want to ask, was thoro such a 
construction dopartaent in Leuna too? 


A In Leuna thore was such a department which existed from 
tho boginring. The first poople who started with the construction, 
later did repair work. Of courso, not all tho saao pooplo romainod, 
hit a large part of tho staff raaained thoro. 

Q .la I correctly inforuod that 1-eunc is moro than tvronty- 
fivo years old? 

A *es. 

DR. FLAESCHNERi Thank you. No furthor questions. 

MIHSKDFP: No questions from tho Irosecution. 
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EARBSN COICOSSION. 

TfE COlHISSIO'CIf: According to ny list, the next witness is 
schodilad for Taos day, tooorrou afternoon, is that correct? 

HIMSEOFPs Tes, that«s ccrroct. 

THE COMMISSIONER: If the D ofen3a has no further questions, 
then we will recess until 1*30 tenorrow. 

(The cemission rocossod until 1330 hours, 27 April 19U8.) 
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27 Apr UB-X-H3—1-1-Scfj»ab (Int. von £>chon) 
c ourt No. 71, Case No.VI. 


Official transcript of Ansrican Military Tribunal 
VI in the natter of tho United States of Anerica 
against Carl Krauch, et al, defendants, sitting 
at Kirnberg, Germany, on 27 April 1918, 0900, 

Aistice Shako prosidir^. 

TIB MARSHAL* The ftjnorable, the Judges of Military T ribunal 


VI. 


Military Tribunal VI is now in session, God save the United 

% • 

States of "oerica and this Honorablo Tribunal. Thoro will bo ordor 
in tho court. 

THE PRESIDENT: Uako your report. Hr. Marshal. 

TOE MARSHAL: May it ploaso Tour Honors, all tho defendants 
aro prosont savo tho defendants Haofligor and Hoorloin, absont duo 
to illnossj defohdants Ilgnor and Gajowski, absont excused. 


TF3 PFESIDENTj Aro thcro any amouncoroonts from counsel for 
dofondants? ... ,.ny aimouncaaonts frees tho Prosocution? ... 

1 will tako Just a fow mooonts, gontlooon, to disposo of a 
few ponding nattors. Judge Hobort has a ruling to mako on bo half 


j 


of tho Tribunal. 

JUDOE HEBEItTs Urxior dato of 10 1 larch 191*8, supplomontod by 
motion of 15 March 191*8, Ik-. Pribilla, as counsol for tto dofondant 
Lautonschlaogor, roquostod a nodical oxaaination of tho dofondant 
Lautonschlaogor to dotonaino nhothor ho was capablo of continuing 
his dofonso in this caso. That uodical oxaaination has boon conductod 
and roport thoroon was aado to tho Tribunal undor dr to of 7 Aprll^ 

191*8 from tho nodical officials of tho 317th Station ffospital ot 
Wiosbadon. Subsequently, under dato of 18 April 191*8, Dr. Pribilla, 
on behalf of his diont, filod a.^t^^osting a separation of 
tho proceedings against tt^'dofSdant Lautcno^ilaeger from tho other 
dofondants in Caso VI. -TW .^ritural has vury^Arefully considered 
the facts sat forth in ttUiotiorts filodJ^r'/far.)Pribilla togothor 
with tho medical reports r*feMon dated April 18, 
191*8, is horoby denied. 

The Tribunal does not fool that it has boon established that 
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27 Apr U8-l£—: B-1-2-S chwab (int. von Schon) 
u ourt Ho. Vi, Case No.VI. 

the defendant is incapable of properly conducting his furthor dofenso 
in this esse. 

TiE PRESIDE*:?: The "riburnl will clso rule on the motion 
filed by Dr. Nolto on behalf of the defendant Hoerlein, uraier date 
of “arch 30, 191*8, which asks in the alternative that the FTosecu- 
tion's Exhibit 1866, NI-13590, bo stricken as inadmissible or that 
a part of that exhibit which is identified in the motion bo stricken 

0 

free the exhibit as evidence in this case. The Tribunal has given 
consider.-tion to that matter and now sustains the motion of Dr. Nolto 
insofar as it applies to that p*rt of Exhibit 1866, which follows 
the signature of Dr. Neuman, noro particularly page 6 of the original 
exhibit. That part of the oxhibit is now stricken from the ovidonce 
as well as all that port of tho cross-examination of tho dofondant 
Hoerlein as pertains to the port which is now strickon from tho 
ovidonco. 

Tho Tribunal will also now rulo upon tho objootions to tho 
introdiction in ovidonco of the docuuonts fwind in Duorrfold Documont 
Book 18 offorod by Dr. Soldi. I shall rofor In tho ruling only to 
the oxhibit ninbors in tho intorost of time, and I shall lndicato 
that tho exhibit is adaittod or rejected. 

Exhibit 1*25 is rejected; 1*26 is rejected; Exhibit 2*27 is ad- 
aitted in evidoncej 1*28 is rojoctod; 1*29 is admitted in ovidoncoj 
1*30 and '31 aro rejected. 

432, '33, •32*> - '35, '36, '37 and '38 are admitted in ovidonco. 

1*39 is rojoctod; 41*0 and 1*1*1 are adaittod in ovidonco. 

1*1*2, 1*1*3, 1*U* and 1*1*5 aro rojoctod. 

1*1*6, is adaittod in ovidonco: 1*1*8, 1*1*9; 1*50, 1*51, 1*52, 1*53, 
1*51*, 1*55 and 1*56 aro nrjocted. 

1*57 is adaittod in evidence. 

1*58, 1*59, 1*60, 1*61, 1*62, 1*63, 464, 1*65, and 1*66 aro rejoctod. 

The exhibits will bo adaitted or rojected In ovidonce in ac¬ 
cordance with this ruling. 
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27 Apr l,8-2i-j«3-l-3-Schirab (Jnt. von Schon) 

Court Ho. 71, Case ffo. 71. 

• * • W 

The Prosecution, if roady, nay new proceed with the cross- 
exaainctien of 'he defendant* 

CrCSS miflNATIOH (Contimed) 

E-HCH TON D5R H5YDE, rcsucod 

BY UR. SFHE3HER: 

Q Dr. von der Hoydo, I have a few nore questions concerning 
your connections with the SSj botwoen 1938 and 19fc5 did you pay duos 
in the SS? 

I In Ifcmnhoifl, when I was jwt on Ijoavo status, I paid rjy last 
dies. As far as I knew, I paid no duos at all in Berlin, but I did 
to tho party. 

Q ’.Dion did you last pay dies in tho SS? 

A I cannot say exactly. Hr. Sprochor. Tho Tarty Aios vroro 

collected, but, as I say, as far os I know tho last tiao I paid duos 

% 

to the SS was in Hannhols to Roitorsturn 7* 

Q rfhon? 

• A 1936. 

Q Vftor ycxx novod to Borlin, is it your tostinony that you 
paid no duos in tho SS? / 

A I paid Aios to tho Ortsgruppo (Local Group), but whothor 
those duos wore only for tho Party or whothor tho Ortsgruppo turnod 
over part of thoa to tho SS I cannot say. 

q You aro talking about tho Ortsgruppe in Borlin? 

A Yes. 

Q Ifow, i shew yew a photostetic copy of Prosecution Exhibit 
1598. This is found in Oocunont Book 91, at pago lj8 of tho original, 
and I will ask Ycur Honors to turn to that page, please. 

THE PRESIDENT: What was tho mnfcor of the exhibit, ploaso? 

UR. SPHECHSR: 1598, Prosocution Exhibit 1598, pago Ii8 of 
the Book 91. 

BY HR. SPRECHKt 

Q defendant, when did yew fill out that questionnairo? 
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27 Apr !^-y-M?-l-Jj-S<*/rab (Int. von Schon) 

Cairt Ho. VI, Case No. VI. 

A As far as I remember, that was in 1939. That was fillod 
out to got permission for ny remarriage. 

Q Yai hadn't filled out such a questionnaire before, had you? 

* I can't reaeubor it. I think this was the only ono. 

Q » : ow, just to be cloar, you said 1939, did you not? That 
is tho timo you filled that out? 

* I reaarriod in Ho verb or, 1939. I assume that it was about 
the middlo of tho year 1939 whon I fillod out this questionnaire. 

Q Now, that world correspond to the ontrios, as far as your 

% • 

proaotiono aro concerned, on Pl-osocution Exhibit 1597, which show that 
you became a lioitonant (an Untersturafbohror) on tho 30th of Jamary, 
1938, and an Oborsturnfbohror on the 10th of September, 1939. 

A Yos. 

Q Now, that quostionnoiro boforo you is fillod out ontlroly 
in your own handwriting, is it not? 

A Y os , it is cy handwriting, 

Q Now, witness, would yai thirk about this rathor carofully. 
Did you hnvo an SS mefeor whon you ontarod tho Hoitorsturn in t ho SS? 

A te>, whon I Joinod tho Roitorsturu I had no SS numbor, but 
whon I was a moobor I was givon an SS number. That is t.u mstoor that 
is givon horo. 

Q Yos, 200.180. 200.180. 

A Yos. * 

Q Now, whon did yai get that mnbor and whore woro you at 
tho tin o' 

A As I r acall, J ff*t this nuotoor in Hannhoin, fraa tho Roiter- 
sturn 7. I was in Hmnhoin at the tine. 

Q In what year? 

A That orst have boon 193U, because T joinod the Roitorsturra 
at tho ond of 1933 and a few months later I was admitted, I was givon 
the ne n borship card. 

Q Now, on Prosecution Exhibit 1598 that you filled out in 
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27 Apr !i8-lXS-l-5-Co^3rab (Ir.t # von Schon 
Court >k* *«i, Caso No. VI. 


1939 there ia an entry called "SS Unit," and there you entered "SD 
liain Office." Now, that corresponds to the entry on Prosecution 
Exhibit 1597, which is the SS card, which states "P.I. S.D.," moan¬ 
ing Fuehrer leader in the SD. 

T.hy didn't ycu mention the SS Reitorstunn in filling ait 
your SS unit in 1939? 

A Jr. Sprochor, I an glad to have a chanco to clear that up. 
Whan I fillod out this questionnaire I listed tho unit where I was 
serving in Borlin, but not tho unit to which I bolonged. I want to 
oako tho distinction quite dear by giving an analogous caso in my 
military caroor Airing tho war. I was a rosorvo officer in Infantry 
Regiment 9 in Potsdam. I ruaainod a captain in the rosorvo in In¬ 
fantry Rogiaont 9 until the end of tho war, but during tho war I 
did not sorve with my unit. I sorvod with tho 0KT7 TJI Ruo Amt. I 
was never o monber of tho OKU WI Ruo Ant. Tho OKW WI Ruo Amt was tho 
agoncy where 1 was sorving, and in this caso too, in this question¬ 
naire, I listed tho unit in which I was sorving in Borlin. And 
further down on tho saao questionnaire in answer to tho quostion 
"Honorary Activities," I wroto in ay own hanArriting "Honorary 
Collaborator of tho SD Main Offico." I did not considor aysolf a 
somber of tho SD Main Office only as a collaborator. All numbers of 
tho Oorman Array had thoir rogiaent mobpr on thoir uniform, ovon when 
I was in tho WI Ruo Amt, I woro tho "9" which was the nuntoor of my 
unit. But I novor woro any insignia which would indicato that I ms 
a aonbor of tho OKTT Tfl Ruo Aut wharo I was actually working. 
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27 April—U-:;j-2-l-Sohirab (von Schon) 
Court 5, Case 6 


r'*- 

Q. Dida«t tho TfT Rue Aat control your official duties? 

A. Uhat official duties do you mean, lx. Sprechcr? 

Q. Tho duties you performed for tiio Ar.y after 19U0. 

A. 71 10 QBT 'iTi Rue Aat was tho agency chore I served as a drafted 
soldier, but I always retained in Infancy Rogiaant 9 in Potsdam, 
and I was promoted to First Lioutonant and Captain as a member of 
that regiment. 

• * 

Q. i.’ocr, the Prosocutico Exhibit 1591, the S3 record card of 

your assignment a.id promotions, lists you as Fuehrer in the SD in 
1938; thereafter lists your promotions. Shore is no mention at any 
point of oithor tho Roitor SS or of tho Ia;,ihoia unit, althouth, 
as you will recall, on tho neab-rship card of the defendant Buetofisoh, 
ithich is in ovldonoo in this sane document book 91, oach of his changes 
adialnistrativoly is ontorod. That is not tho oaso with yours, 

Hon do you account for that? 

TIE LTESIESITj Is that a record made by him? 

:n. S.REC:[r.x That is not a record jade by him. Ito has tostifiod 
about adnLiistrativo details that might bo performed by one unit ns 
against tho assignments to bo given by « th:;\ 

Q. I aa sony. Doctor. Do you und.rota;* :y quostion? 

A. Yos, Ur. Sprochor. I saw this personnel card boro in Kvmbox'g 

e 

for tho first tino. Ifaw the ^ registered its aenbors I do not know, 
nor do I '.mow what clork filiod out this card in some personnel ofxico 
of tho S3, and chat this individual know about mo. I cannot say what 
knowledge of tho facts this clerk had when ho jado these abbroviatod 
entries — "Officer in tho SI>-"FI SD". I can explain only what I 
have Just statod. 

I should like to point out, sinco I hare seen this card hero for 
the first tico that the notation, "Officcr in the SD", is made only 
after the first promotion to Unterstixmfucrhcr on the 30th of January, 
1938. 
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Q. Tiiat ia correct. 

A. '.Thilo in the subsequent promotions on tbo 10th of September, 
1939, and on the 30th of January, 19Ul, thoro is no ontry regarding 
assignments. 

Q. Hot, you rocoived notification of your promotions in the SS 
in 1939 and 19U1, did you not? 

A. Yos, os far as I roaoab a r, I got then by pail. 

Q. And from what offico did they can? 

A. I cannot toll you exactly, but as far as I remember they onao 
from tho SS lain Offico, tho personnel department. 

Q. V/horo did ;-ou and your wife livo during tho war? 

A. In Berlin, first in Borlln, until wo -.Mro boenbod out. 

Q. 'Jlioro did you livo after you woro bonbad out? 

A. I personally was in Frankfurt on t3v> Odor, as I said yesterday, 
I was in tho Ziothenkasorno barrages worldng for tho QXff WI Ruo Amt. 

IV family wont to livo with rolativcs noor ?cson, on an ostate, 

Q. You novor roturned to Uannholn dui*ing tho war to establish a 
rosidonco, did you? 

A. Ho, I was not in Uamhoia again. 

Q. And your wife never lived thoro? 

A. IJoj fToa this place of rofusgo in Posen ny wifo fled boforo 
tho Russians to Holstein, whore «y. family is still living today. 

Q. iiow, iiannhoia is Just besido Ludwigshafen, is it not, located 
Just bo Ludwigshafen? 

A. Yos, it is separated Just ty tho -ihino. 

Q. And you took your rosidonco up there at the time you hod your 
Job in Ludwigshafen, is that correct? 

A. los, tho anployoes of tho Ludwigshafen -plant of ton lived in 
Itinnhain bccauso it is a nicer city ti*an Lu&rLgshafen. 

iH.SPilDCHT.: Ho further questions. 

• • 

THE HESHKITs You had better not let tho Ludwigshafen Chamber 
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of CccaDrco know about that statement, Doctor. 

Is that all, gontlojon7 Anything olso froa Defense counsel?... 
Anything, Dr. Bofftwnn? 

DR. HDK&IUU ( Counsel for defendant von dor Heyde): I havo no 
questions, it'. President. 

THE PPESiaSiT* Then the defendant is excused from further at¬ 
tendance on tho stand. How, Dr. Hoffbvm, do ire understand that you 
havo sooo witnesses non that you wish to call? 

( Uitnoss excused.) 

Ifi. lDFKtfMi Yes, Ur. President, eft^r a consultation with IX. 
Sprochcr I Imvo reduced tho number of uitnossos to three. Tho first 
v/itnoss I should liho to call is tho uitnoss Kcomaror. 

TIE P.iSEXiu: Tho iiirshal trill bring in tho witawss Hans 
Xaonuwror. Dr. ifcffnann, which threo do you propose to call, do you 
know from tills list? 

DR. IjOFJiAilH: Ur. Prosidont, I bog your pardon, thoso aro tho 
v/itnossos Ilaaaaoror, End-rlo and SiIchor. I i/ill waive tho othora. 

TIE P.IESjICHT: Very troll. 

(HAL'S KAE-TTvSt, a witness, took tho stand and tostifiod as 
follows:) 

:R. SITQCIHR: iir. Presidon, Dr. *bffnajn has Just informod me 
that ho hasn't given notico on those witnesses for tho reason that ho 
expected tiiat ho would be going on Wednesday instead of carrying on 
his ease yesterday and today. How, I tlilnk. Your Honors aro rathor 
familiar wliy sooo notico is required ar »und hoixs under tho rules, and 
of course the tiling did not ccoo up very ouch in the Prosecution«o 
case because ordinarily we wore calling uitnossos who had given an - 
affidavit and there was plenty of opportunity to the Defense to iaaI:o 
tho necessary preparations. When there i/as not, wo did follow tho 
rules with rospect to notico, 

• 

lay I nako the following suggestion, n analy, that being without 
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tho required notioo, if it appears appro.ariato to the Prosecution, to 
be allowed to either postpone cross-oxatr.rr.tion or to take it before 
the co-iosainncr? otherwise, wo would want to insist on our rights 
under tho rules. 

TIE The Tribunal fools that at this late stage of this 

trial that there nay bo a one reason for tlw relaxation of tho rules. 

If it wero oarly in tho trial wo uight tako a difforont view of that 
nattor. Aftor all, rulos are designed to .ireooto tho orderly trial of 
tho caso, and tlio reason for tho rulo is gradually fading out, so far 
as this caso is concerned. ITo think also that tho Prosocution ought 
to go on with its cross-examination because it was indicatod yesterday 
that thoso would bo very short witnesses. W 0 shall oxpoot tho Proso¬ 
cution to do that unloss, perchance, it should dovolop that tho 
Prosocutton was for sdtt roason takon by surprise. Thon to might bo 
inclined to transfer tho croas-cxaainotion to tho conoioaionor. 

Wo would rogrot to do that, however, bocaus e ovon tho coonlsslonor 
is under a .rotty hoavy load now. And while wo aro not abrogating tho 
rulos, in tho intcrosts of ti»o and the conclusion of this trial, 
v.-o would c:rx:ct a .irotty positive showing of harm to the Prosecution 
boforo to would bo inclined to do that. Ileworor, if soa» such ui*-r- 
gtney arises,-wo will aact it. 
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ST 03 P2SSI2S5T: 

Hr. Witness, you will re-ola standing for the purpose of being sworn. 
Please raise your right hand, say "I* and state your nane for the record. 

A. I, hans Earnerer. 

Q. You will repeat this oath after ces "X swear by God, the Almighty, 
the Cbnlscient, that I will spealc the pure truth and will withhold and add 
nothing." 

(®he witness repeated the oath.) 

THZ Pii*SIIEKT: T«j nay ho seated. Hr. Witness do you know what the 
lights before you are for? 

A, Yes. 

?K& PRESIDENT: Just one thing further now. On account of our language 
difficulties here, when Dr. Hoffnann asks you a question, pause Just a 
very brief period of tine so that we get the English translation of the 
"uestion before you start to answer. Otherwise, we got English and Oernan 
and it is hard for us to understand. X think perhaps too it night holp 
if you wo lid nove up a little nearer to the nicroohone because you must 
speak into the microphone in order that we get the translation. 

fhank you, Tory much. Go ahead, counsel. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
DR. HANS XAbJSRKR. 

BY DR. HOTTViAHH: 

Q* Witness,, please for the reoord give your ftill nane and your address, 

A. Hans Kaemnerer; address, Oberkiloheln, Xreis Siashein,. Northern 
Baden. 

Q. "hat is your professloot 

A. I an a cheoist ty profession. Since 1920 I have worked for I.G* 
Earben, Ludwigehafea, in a laboratory. 

V Witness, wore you ever a center of a Reitersturn Cavalry Unit in 
AannheicI * 

A.. I vev a aeaber of the SS Reitersturn, Kanaheln,. since 1933. 
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Q. Can you tall ae about how this group vas forced? 

K In June 1933, an S4 CaTalry Unit was fcorned In •tanaheia. In July 
1933, it becaae an SS Cavalry Unit, this ckenge was aade because of the 
geographical divisions of the country. Va could Just as well have continued 
to be an SA group. 

Witness, first of all I want to ask you, do you know Aether the 

a 

defendant, von dor Eeyde was also a oenber of this Cavalry Group which you 
aentioned? 

A. Tee, I know that, 

<U Do you know when he Joined? 

A. As I recall. It w»s in the fall of 1933, or sorevhat later. 

I wans to ask you very briefly about this aeitersturn; what was 
Its activity? 

A. It was prinarily snort, riding horse back. Wr had riding lessons, 
went on rides, and also took part In races. 

<i* Was there a lively Bail Ideology in this group? 

A. Bo, there wasn't such of this Ideology to be felt in this group. 

t Why? 

A. Because the people who Joined did so usually because they were 
fond of riding horse back. All of the training and other things found In 
the general SS was virtually non-exlstant here. 

Witness, when and for how long were you a i^nbor of thlB Beltorsturn? 

A. I wos a aenbor of the SS Beitersturn until Hay, 1937. 

Why did you leave the group In May, 1937? 

A. In Hay, 1937, I had to resign because when I had to prove ay Aryan 
descent it was discovered that ay life had a Jewish great grandfather. 

Witness, when ycu resigned In 1937, was Hr. von der Heyde wtlll 
o nentor of the group? 

A. Yes. 

Q, The last ouestion, witness. You were a aeaber of the Helterstura; 
have you been d*-Kazlfled? 


A, Yes, at Sinshelu, Denasiflcatioa Court, I was put in Group IV a 
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foilover of the Sati Party. 

Hi. ECFIMAi'H: I have no further ouections to thie witness. 

TKZhPBZSIHENT: ±ny cross-exanination of the witness- any other Defense 
Counsel, first, hare ary nuestlons of this witness? Apparently not. 

You nay cross exanine Hr. Prosecutor. 

CROSS LXAMIXATI® 

BANS IAEKHEHER. 

BY MR. SPRECHERi 

'v ''hen, after you resigned tfroo the SS In 1937, did you again see 
the defendant, von der Heyde? 

A. Af tJr i j 0 f t i gnw hln oaly once la Kaidelterg, 

Q. You never saw hin at hannheic again? 

A. After the end of the war, X was In "eidelterg. 

Q, Oh, I understand now. You did not see hln betwe.n 1937 and 1935 again 
in rtannhoin, is that right, — 1945, botveon 1937 and 1945? 

A. During this tine I did not see hin any core. 

<u ‘•'hat was your meter in the SS, witnOss? 

A. My SS nun bar, - I don't renenbdr what it was. 

'u Did it cone up during your Denotification urocess; do you renenbor 
whether you had an SS nunher or not? 

A. Yes, I had an SS nunber. 

MR. SPRhCHZR: Ko farther aiestions. 

THE PRASIDEKT; *o you have any ftirther "uestions, Dr. Hoffnann? 

MR. HOJUiASH: Bo. 

TEE PRZSIDEST: Mr. Vltness, you are excused fron further attondanco. 

MR. SPBZBHER: I an sorry. Hr. President, I do have one further 
"uestion. 

THE FRESHER* Just a oonont: the prosecution has another nuestion. 

Go ahead. 

BY MR. SPHZCEER: 

^ Vltness, perhaps you do not know this, since you left the Reitorstum 
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ia 1937, but otUl y <*i probably had sone friedds who were In fche 
Reiterstum after 1937 In Xannheia. My suastlon is this: Do you know 
whethar tha Haitaraturn was dissolved in Hannhein after tha beginning of 
the war, or don't you know! 

DH. HCSXMA2IH: Hr. President, I should like to object: in ay hunble 
opinion, that would be double hearsay. Mr. Sprocher knows that tha witness 
was not a nan tor. He wants to know whether ha heard scoothing froo his 
friends about soaething else. 

THi PR_SIDEST: I suspect that objection is pretty wall taken, Mr 
Prosecutor. 

MH. SPRECEER: I will rephrase the nuastion. Do you know of your own 
knowledge whether or not the aeitersturn continued after the outbroak of 
the war ia Septouter, 1939? 

THE VZYB88I I cannot tell you anything about that. I had no nore 
connections with the Reitersturn or its nanbars, but I believe that they 
c'ontimtod to exist, since I heard nothing to the contrary. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is that all now? 

MR. SPREQiER: Yes, Hr. President. 

THE PRESIDES?: Sow you are excused, hr. witness. Anno unco your next 
vltnoss. Dr. Hoffnann. 

DR. EOFFXAiJN: The next witness I will call is Dr. Hemann Enderle. 

HliBtAIIS ESDERLZ, a witness, took the stand and testified ns follows: 

Br THE PRESIDENT: 

Please reriain standing, raise your right hand, say "I" and state 
your nan a for tha record. w 

A. I, Hernann i-nderle. 

You will repent this oath after no: 

"Swear by God, the Alnighty and (taniscient, that I will s->eak the puro 
truth and will withhold and add nothing." 

You nay be seated. 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 
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■} ? 

i 

TKS PSiZSIDEHTs «r. Marshal, sinco wo have several tritnesses, I would 
no*>reciate It if you would halo us. "when you have an opportunity,- hy explain¬ 
ing to tha witness, what our prohlaas ara hara with rafarance to tha lights, 
and speaking slowly, 

T-Ju nay go ahead. Dr. Indorle. 

DDtZCT ECArtlKmOH 
IB. HUhilV Z.HHLKLZ 

BY SB, HCSTViAffiJ: 

v Witness, please state your full nano for tha record, and give your 
present address. 
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A. H>r-i-.nn Enderle, Fils in gen near Sigmaringen, in Hnhenzollern. 

Q. Witness, first of all, I should lik3 to ask you when you 
net the defendant, von der H eyde? 

a. I net !fr. von der Heyde Mien I belonged to the Economic and 
/.rasmjnt Office. I was there ft-oo October, 1939, until July, 19U5, first 
of all as a Ref erint; latsr as a Group Leader. At the end of 19i*l or the 
beginning of 19l*2, I believe Mr. von dir Heyde cane to this office and 
into the same group where I nysslf worked. 

Q. Therefore, "hen exactly did you neat Ur. vi*n d.r Heyde? 

A. *bout at the beginning of 19i*2, when he cane to the Economic 
/.rnament Office, to the sane gr-nip to which I belonged. 

Q. Whet position did you hold at this tine? 

A. At this tine I was group l*aderj I was a major in the reserve. 

Q. Where was the office to rhich j ra and Mr. von dar Heyde be¬ 
longed? 

A. The office was in Berlin, Kurfuerstinstrasse, the Economic 
and Araeaeut Office. 

Q. Did this office renaln in this place, or was it later , 

changed? 

A. In November, 19i*3, the office was b-mb^d o U t, and part of 
the agency, Including our group and department, was transferr»d to Frankfurt 
on the Oder. 

Q. Now, witness, please describe v *ry briefly the duties which 
you had to perf-Tm in y«ur office, and specifically the duties of Mr. v -n 
der Hayde? 

A. The group to which we both b>l 'ngsd was in the Military 
Econ'iaic Department of the Ec'-n^nic and ,jman«t Office. This group dealt 
with the acomaic situation of s <-oa of the allied countries, and some 
occupied countries. I myself had charge of the work concerning Italy, 
Finland ani Japen. Mr. v<*n der He*/de was in charge of tka work pertaining 
to Hungary, Slovakia, Bulgaria and Greece. <«nother Refereant handled 
Yugoslavia and Croatia. 
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Q. witness, you say von der Hayde was in charge of tha work con¬ 
cerning a number of countries. What do you mean he was "in charge" of 
then? 

«. We had to investigate the economic situation in these countries 
very closely; all branches of econocy, the food situation, the raw matiricls 
supply, the industrial capacity, electricity, and the financial situation. 

Q. Now were you v 3 ry well informed ab-ut Ur. von der Heyde's work? 

A. las, for the following reas.ns. First of all, we dealt with 
tha same quest! via, concerning the econosy of the vuri-ms countries, according 
to a set series of questlns. It. von der Hsyde handled exactly the same 
branches of econoey for the four countries on which he worked, as I did 
for tha thr»3 countries that 1 had to deal with. ..Iso wo had weekly group 
conf jrences which each Ref -rent and gr<mp lead a- had to attend. During 
these c nfarmces the latsst events in the countries which »w> were working 
on were reported. Also the group leader asked for a special research 
into specific branches of the economy of these countries, which also had 
to be worked nit in writing. Then both of us had t<» turn in wedcly written 
rep-rts recording the events of the past wjek in the economic situation 
of our countries. 

Q. Witness, may I ask you, did this work which you have Just des¬ 
cribed have anything to do with 1,0. Farban; did that ever occur to you? 

a. No, the purpose of this work was, first of all, to give in- 
f'matin to the "ehraacht Oparatlnal Staff ab ut economic dev slopmanta 
in tha various c untries; also the highest Reich authorities such as 
various Ministries. Secondly, the purpose of this work was to discover 
the surpluses and sh -rtag>s in the supplies of the countriss in connection 
with which we were working, and to report' this information and advice 
to tha foreign office r the’ Ministry «f Ec<*V'sdcs so that the surpluses 
or shrrtages could be considered when Trade Agreements were negotiated. 

Q. Witness, did ym feel that you really worked as a Major in 
your position, or did you feel that ym wars really ««ly a civilian in 
disguise? 
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A, wall wa war a in uniform, but I cost say that h'-nestly the 
wh la character of ur office was more a civilian. Actually, there ware 
quite c large number of -ur people who w.re civilians, economists, o r officer? 
who had studied ec-n-nics. 

Q. But qjr question is all the mo ra justified because of your 
testimony. Where ware tho results of your work sent? 

A. 6nly to military agencies, or, as I said before, to the Ministriat 

Q. another question, witness. The Prosecution contends that Mr. 
von d*r Hjyda spent a large proportion of his time for his former office, 
what do you kn w chut the official w-rk of Mr. v- n d«r Heyde? 

*• I can ^ly say that Mr. voider Hayda was kept just as busy with) 
his w rk as I was, and I nyself h~d s« much to do that on many days in the 
week I had to take ny mail h oe with me so that I c-uld have time to read 
it. Mr. v^ dar Heyde, as I have already said, had f-ur c-untries to 
ir'rk n, and I had three. Po r that reas -n al ne, h« had s mewhat m-ra 
work, but in additi n t^ that, in the o-urse of time, Mr. vm Der Heyde had 
gotten a great deal of additi nal work. To increase the industrial capa¬ 
city of the Balkan countries, Oeraany was supplying machinery, and supplied fn, 
the building up of the Balkan industries. *•. v -n da- Heyde had to 
correspond with the firms supplying this equipment, and also with the sub- 
c ntract -rs in order to g»t these oxders carried -ut as so-n as possible. 

This additi nal work was quite considerable, and I may say that Mr. v-n 
der Heyde had a mountain of correspondence ovary day. 

Q. Witness, do y-u kn-w anything ab -ut any leave ihich v-vi dar 
Hayde was supposed to have been given frequently to take care of personal 
natters in his civilian life? 

a. I nyself cann-«t remember that Mr. v-n d»r Heyde ever got leave 
for any special work, and it was v-ry difficult t- get special leave in 
A ur agjncyj 'ur group leadsr was a v-ry excitable man, and he did not like 
to be surprised by inquiries from superior agencies which he could not answer 
with ut his referent. 
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Q. "itn«iss, ware you friendly en ugh with von der Heyde that you 
can give us inf^raetin ab ut his private life after his official office 
hours? 

A. Mot in Berlin, but in Frankfurt -n the Oder, we ate lunch 
and supper together everyday, and unless one of U s had soathing special 
t* d", - a 'as special work to do in the evening, - we were always together, 

Q. *rvth>r question, witness, did you nake any observation that 
v n der Heyde, during his work at yor office, was still working for 
Farben? 

A, Because we were so busy it was out of the question that he could 
have worked regularly for Fcrt>*n, and in view of . ur very close contact, 

I am sure I would have noticed it. But I can ia'gine that **r. von der 
Heyde $ay have remained in clo a, c<-ntact with his fire in order not tb lose 
this connection* Aft »r all, everybody did that, who wanted to keep his 
civilian J-b for aft «r the kit. 

Q. Witness what kind of 0 unif ra did Ur. von der Heyde wear? 

A, I saw Ur. von der Heyde only in Infantry uniform, I cannot 
remember fthe Regiment number. I beliov* thera was Just on® figure. 
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Q. Did you observe anything about collaboration between von dor 
Hoyde and the ^S, SD, or other Party agencies? 

A. Ho. I- did hear froea a third parti* that von der Keyde was in 
the SS, but I never noticed anything of that sort in his Danner. Ue 
had oany offiocrs in our office who were against the Matioial Social¬ 
ist regime who were known to be opponents of t;»e segiae. All of these 
sen could freoly express their opinion uithout being afraid of denuncia¬ 
tion, especially frou such a decent person.as i j. von dcr Heyde. 

Q. Uitnoss, I aa interested in what you have just said. You 
said you heard frcn a third pa£ty that von dor Heyde was in the SS. 

Were you given any details about tioat or was it Just casual conversation? 

A. I heard that Just very casually that von der Hoyde was in tho 
SS. When he bolongod to the Wehraacht he 3uu'. to leave the SS, or at 
least the iseabersliip was not active. 

Q. &!t you ’.now no details about his .jeubsraliip? 

/. Ho. 

Q. You said tliat not always pro-iiasi statenants wore mado in 
your office. Can you give us an exnnple of southing that according 
to the l®r of the tine night have bcon called high treason? 

A. Yos. Tliero was a sUteaent of a Gonoral von Iferstig made 
to me personally, and as I learned ho v*Ce the saac statement to 
other people too. Itr. von der Heyde, too heard of this statement. 

This General said, "I aa ashamed to be a General because none of s 
the Genorals ha3 tho courage to tell that corporal his opinion frankly." 
At that tioo tills state Dent night have caused General von Hors tig 
to lose his head and his rank. 

Q. Ho further questions. 

THE PkCSIDIlIT: Anything further fra. the defense? You may 
cross examine, Ur. Prosecutor. 

CROSS EXAimttnv.:. 

3Y MR. Sr.SCHir.: 


• • • 
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Q. IX. TTitaese, the corporal that the General was referring to> 
nas Hitler, is that right? 

A. l/ould you -ilnd repeating the quostion? 

Q. You said that the General said that none of the Genorals had 
courage to tell tho corporal what to do or where to go. Ihe corporal 
you are referring to was Hitler? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Uo further questions. 

THE mBZIBITt Anything further? .'Itasca, you are excused fra: 
further attendance. (Hitnoas is excused.) 

Do you have another witness. Dr. Hoffaann? 

DR. IDFT.iLiai* lir. President, is it possible to call tho noxt 
witness who is Dr. Silchor? C*n X ask hin to tako tho witnoss stand? 

THS PTJSiaarr* You ray tako the stand, doctor Silchor. 

Efi. IRX3R30B SIIXJHSR, a witnoss, took tto stand and testified as 
follows* 

TIE .TIES.USIT: Dr. Silchor, will you raiso your right hand, 
say "I", and stato your nano for the rocord. 

THE flTlIESS* I , Dr. Friodrich Silcl:or, sowar by Ood, tho Aluighty 
and Omniscient, tliat I will speak the puro truth, and will add and 
withhold nothing, 

THE PTJSUHiT: The witness has boon sworn and may bo seated. 

DIRECT EXAIUIATIXI 

BT DR. HOF^imir 

Q. Dr, Silchor, please for the record £,ivo your full name and 
your presont address. 

A. Friedrich Silcher, .Jurnberg, i’alaco of Justice. 

Q. Dr. Silchor, What connection did you have with the offico 
5?rlin, HT7/7 of I. G. F a rben? 

A, From the fall of 1935 on, I worked there, and except in the 
beginning, I was head of the legal department of Berlin, NJ/7. 
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Q. !>. Ttttaesc, the corporal that the General was referring to> 
was Hitler, is that right? 

A. Mould you -and repeating the question? 

Q. You said that the General said that none of the Generals had 
courage to tell the corporal what to do or where to go. The corporal 
you are referring to was Hitler? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Ho further questions. 

TIE HESm&iTi Anything further? Titnocs, you are excused frau 
further attendance. (Witness is oxcuscd.) 

Do you have another witness. Dr. Hoffoann? 

DR. IDFFlAiHIs lir. President, is it possible to call the next 
witnoss who is Dr. Si Ichor? C*n X ask hln to tako tho witnoss stand? 

TH2 ITISIIET: Y 0 u ray tako the stand, doctor Silchor. 

DR. VRj 3K3CH SU£HSR, a witnoss, took tho stand and testified as 
follows* 

TIE .TIES HJZiiT: Dr. Silchor, will you ralso your right hand, 
say "I", and stato your nano fer tho rocord. 

THE /ITHESS* I, Dr. Friedrich Silchor, swear by Ood, tho ALiighty 
and Ctanisclont, that I will speak the puro truth, and will add and 
withhold nothing. 

THE HESH£.iT* Tho witnoss has been sworn and nay bo seated. 

DIRECT SCAT HIATIXJ 

ST CR. HOF.rJUm* 

Q. Dr. Silchor, please for the record give your full name and 
your present address. 

A. Friedrich Silchor; iJuraborg, Palace of Justico. 

Q. Dr. Silchor, what connection did you have i/ith the office 
Berlin, HT7/7 0 f I. G. Parbon? 

A. Prom the fallof 1935 on, I worked there, and except in tho 
beginning, I was head of the legal department of Berlin, NIT/7. 
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Q. Ik*r did you cone to HO/7? 

A. In tho fall of 1935, I went thoro aftor previous negotiations 
with tho leading non there and after I had loft a previous position 
that I hold with a bank in Berlin. 

Q. Tkjr did you leave this position with this bank? 

A. Tho head of this bank be cane a :ioaber of the Vorstand of tho 
Rentonbanic-Iu-oditansUlt. He said to rc that I could become his 
successor or could obtain anothor cooperative position in tho Ronton- 
bank-Krcditanatalt if I wore a Party ambor or if I were to become a 
Party mentor. But I didn't want to do that and I refused, and thon 
it was cl oar that without being a Party menber I couldn't got on tho re. 

Q. Dr. Silehor, did you over later bocooo a inonbor of the Party? 

A. Ho. 

Q. A. :o::bcr of any other ilaUxal -^r.alist organization? 

A. Ho branch of tho Party but the vsvnl rofossional organisations: 
Labor Front and tho Lawyers 1 League. 

Q. .r .-.on you appliod for tho position in Djrlin, Hi/j, wore you 
askod whothor you wore a mombur of tl» Tarty? 

A. 116, it \nx3 tho other way around. Aftor the oxporionco tint X 
had Just had, I askod vhothor it was rcruirod that I Join tho Party. 

Q. And what wore you told? 

A. I i/as told, "No: politics is of no significance." I iaoro3y 
' had to Join tho labor Front, which I had not dono up to thon. That 
was generally done in this office so that tho hoad of tho ontorpriso 
had something to shew the Party and thon ho could take care of ovoiy- 
thing. 

Q. Dr. Silchcr, why did you have this aversion to the Nasi Party 
and its branch organizations? 

A. I lovo frccdoo and I have always hated everything that is 
unfroo, everything that is compulsion, totalitarian, and so forth. 

Q. Dr. Silcher, I can imagine that such a person could have con- 
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tact only with pcoplo of the sase sort. D o you agree with me? 

A. Yea. 

Q. Dr. von dcr Heyde also worked in Berlin, Hff/7, is that right? 
A. Yes, he oaac somewhat after no. 

Q. But you not him there? 

A. los. 

Q. Did you got closor acquainted with hin? 

A. In the course of years, I got to know hin well onough to 
have a well founded iaprossion of hin. 

Q. And would you pleaso toll tho Tribunal what this impression 
is? 

A. It is always difficult to doscribo a person in a few words. 
Hunan bolags arc rather complicated croaturos. But his most out¬ 
standing characteristics which I folt ho luui woro absoluto doedney 
and intorgrity of character and attUtudo end absoluto reliability. 

Than ho is vory sonsiblo and calm, which noons that ono can dobnto 
with hin vory woll evon when opinions differ. 

Q. Ho further quostion. 

THE flTSSUBfTt Anything further froi tho defense? Tho proso- 
cution nay cross oxaaino. 

CROSS EXAimiATiai 

BY HR. SPISCin.: 

Q. Dr. Silchor, since approximately vbon havo you boon associated 
with tho defenso in this caso? 

A. I too!; pemanont work at tho end of August 19l7. 

Q. And over sinco that tiao you havo beep assistant dofense 
lawyer to tho dofendant von Kniericn? 

A. Yc^ai^istant defense counsel for von Knicricm. 

Q. I an sorry. TIould you repeat this? I didn't hear tho 
last words. 

A. Yes. The Assistant dofense counsel for Dr. von KnioricE. • 
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Q. Ho further questions. 

THE PRESHBUT* Anything further? Tou aro oxcusod, Dr. Silehcr. 
( Tho witnoss is excused.) 
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D3. EG3E AST: i»r. President, that concludes ny case save ny re-uest, 
t introduce If necessary, six or seven other docunents on the day when 
cy oilaagues will subnit their supplenentary rocunents, 

05 IDZiT: Very well. Hay I take advantage of this pause to ” 
nake a couple of ana uaceneata .*r statements f «r the ree'.rd, I nay say to 
c-unsal fir the nneecutlia aad the defease alike that the Tribunal is 
ov ready t> take up the c inside ration *if the objections appearing on the 
recird cf Coanlssliner uulrcy. "e should like to have, if ve nay, an 
ln^lcatl'-a of the objections that are yet being urged, otherwise ve shall 
feel obligated %j go -.ver the entire record and rule on every objection. 

If there is sooe ;f those that counsel are disposed to waive or d) not 
cere to urge, ve w-uld aonreclate t favir If you v.aild get to us eery 
orooptly a nencraadun of the ones that you rely upon, 

ii3, SrX.CELr.: The or secutlon ncde a few .bjedtions and It waives ns 
to all of then. 

TXZ ?A.-SDh3T: Then the record oay shiv that as to the .bjections 
node on the record ?f Coanlssliner l.ulrcy , the orosecutlon hns now waived. 
Sow ns to the objections nade by defense counsel r ^lll you please, gontlenon, 
get us an inf irnol neaorandun of the ones that you wish us to pass upon, 
otherwise ve will be obligated to gc thr.ugh and rule on then all. Just 
one thing further, before too long, the Tribunal would like to have, if it 
aay, a ’Joint stimulation of c.unsel for prosecution and defense showing 
vhen, where, and fir what period of tins each of the defendants on trial 

has b<en in prison. If you can agree upon one sir«la stimulation covering 

\ 

that subject, it would be haloful tc the Tribunal, * e nentioa it now 
because that is iafiraetion that we will sooner or later desire to have in 
the record, and if per chance a situation .-rises where there nay be sone 
controversy we should like to know of it before t >0 near the end of tho 
trial, ' e thick it is a natter that you mrobably can agree unon and give 
us one stipulation that will cover that subject, 
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.3. SP3ZCEZ?.: On the last point, I fOuld like to suggest that counsel 
in each Individual cos* cinfer with his client and outsit to uc his heat 
statement of what he believes to be the fact. * a will then cake a shott 
check and I en cuite sure that we will cone to a very 'Uick atioulntion 
with counsel. 

% 

Hr. President, on the first point where I said we waived the objections, 
I nerely neant to indicate, as I think you understand, tnat we don't 
desire to press before your Honors any of those objections, although in 
connection with your weighing of the evidence, end so forth, our objection 
indicates our position, but we don't care to have any express rulings 
on then with respect to striking any of that evidence fron the record 
of the counissioner. 

IKS ?rSSI3L2Tt Very well, 'e understand the prosecution'a position. 

Do any of the defense counsel know where Dr. Hence is? I think he is 
about due to cake a presentation here. 

DP. KKA7T (Assistant of Dr. Hence): Hr. President, Dr. Hence was Just 
in the rom and he is ready to begin with the i-ugler case. If you will 
excuse ne for two ninutes, I will bring hln. 

7 £ Pf.-SIEfciT: The Tribunal will rise far its recess-i~'order to get 
its books and be ready to proceed at Its usual tine. . 

(A recess was token.) 
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THE IIAHSHAL: Tho Tribunal is again in session. • 

THE HnSIDEHTi The defendant Buotefisch will bo excused, for this 
afternoon to attend tho Cccnissioncr's hearing if ho so do sir os. 

YTo'ro ready to hear you now. Dr. Henze. 

ER. iS'ZE (Dofonso Counsel for defendant Kuglor)x Mr. President, 
nay I begin tho orosontation of ay oridcaco for ay client Dr. Kuglor? 

I ask that ay client Dr. Kuglor bo callod to tho witness stand. 

THE TCESID&IT: ^o dofendant Kuglcr aay tako tho stand. 

HA1S KlOL'Jt, a witness, took tho stand and testified as foil cats: 

THE mrSHGITi ntll you raiao your right Iiadn, Dr. Kuglor, say 
"I" and state your nano for tho record. 

THE Y/ITilESS* I, Hans Kuglor. 

THE I’PESHEIi And nou ropoat tho oath, eleaso. 

I sircar by Ood, tho Alaighty and Omiscicnt, that I will spoalc 
tho pure truth end will add and withhold nothing. 

( Tho witness repeated tho oath.) 

You nay bo sonted. 

DIP.SC? BCAJIGIATICSI 

BY DR. HEilZE: 

Q. I shall start ay oxaaination with tho description of tho 
carour of ay ell on t. For expedition of ay e x a rd nation I offer an af- 

I T 

fidavit of client in which he describes Iris curriculum vitae. I 
a3k that Docuocnt Kuglor #1 be accepted as Kuglor Exhibit ffl. 

a ® 

Ur. Kuglor, tho prosecution, in Book 11, presented HI 975*1 and 
HI 5000 as Exhibits 30k and 305 respectively. You nako statements about 
your career and position in tho I.G. Fortan Industry. The witness von 
Haider was as!:cd about those two exhibits and at the tine wo nado cer¬ 
tain corrections and I should now like to ask you to tcllao if you 
desire any further changes to be nado. 

A. Ho. At the tine there were a few discrepancies but they wore 
of an insignificant nature and they were caused by tho fact that tho 
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the prosecution's witness said that the date was the tine when Frankfurt 
vras occupied and did not express that I had already a few weeks before 
that tins formally changed ay functions because of the death of the 
Koa&irzicnrat Tfaibol, but I don't think wo havo to go into do tails here. 

Q. Since wo havo introduced tho curriculum vitae iro can bo brief. 

When woro you bom, Ur. Kuglor? 

A. U Dooonbor 1900. 

Q. When did you enter tho scrvico of Farbon? 

A. On tho 20th of Juno 1921. I entered the plants of formorly 
Itoistcr Lucius u Brucning, Hocshst on tho iiain, which is ono of tho 
prodccossor firua of Far ben. In tho spring of 1921 I had passed ny 
examination at tho University of Frankfurt as certified business iian- 
Diplcokaufnann. 

Q. You also hold a doctor's deproo. When did you acquiro that 


docreo? 

A. Tho financial position of uy .wonts did not permit mo In 1921 
to continuo ty studios rogularly on a full tine basis. I had to nccopt 
some job and that is when I entered, as I said, tho sorvicos of tho plant 
in Ifoochbt. I continued to study during ay leisure tine and in April 


Uay 1923 I '»as given loavo for several weeks by tho firm in order to 
proparo tysolf. for tho examination. I graduated in JSay 1923 and tho 
subjoct of ay disoortation, doctor's thesis, at tho timo, ms "Tho 
Organisation end Financial Bxsis of tho Genian Chemical Industry, Tdth 


particular c.ansidoration to tho post-war conditions." 

Q. Ur. Xuclcr, tell us when you be cane a prokurist in Far bon 

and vihou did you become titular director? 

A. In April 1928 I bccaao a prokurist. I rocicvcd the title 


of director in April 193b. 


Q. You were a Party : s a b er? 

A. Yes. In October 1939, shortly aft_r the iror broko out^ I 
joined the Tarty. Uy attitude towards tho larty and the reasons why I 
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joined tho party arc contained in ny curriculum vitae that you have 
just presented. I refer particularly to paragraphs 7, 8, and 9 , 

Q. Did you hold any o.'.ico in tho Party or in any of it3 affiliatod 
organisations? 

\ Ho. 

Q. Hhat did you do professionally after tho collapse in Germany? 

*• After tho occupation of Frankfurt by American troops at tho 
and of liirch - I bolievo it was tho 27th of larch - until tho 5th of 
July 1945 I remained in ny position as director of tho firm. Togo tho r 
with ny colleague Koehler and a few other gentlemen I ondoavorod, in 
collaboration with the newly constituted G-r,an agoncios and togothor 
i/ith tho occupying authorities I tried, aa I said, to reestablish a 
certain business oporation and especially that was dono in tho interest 
of tho approximately throo thousand caployo-s of tho forazr administra¬ 
tion building Grucncburgplatz. For tho rost, details about this 
activity can bo socn frea one of tho appcndir-os of your motioi of 
tho 28th of October 1947. 
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*•- '.<Tiat happened subsequently? 

On 11 Ju3c* 1945 1 '«s arrested for the first time and until 
6 October 1945 I refined in detention and was at the disposal of the of¬ 
fices of the Bernstein Committee. 

Tat did you do thereafter? 

A.- On C October 1945, israodiately after I was released from detention 
I was asked to go to the United States Control Office I.C-. Far ben, rtiich 
;*d been in operation since the confiscation of tho Farben offices of 
5 June 1945, and Tihich administered the Farben plant in the American zone 
since that period. It. Colonel llont-ooery told me there that new regulations 

0 m 

precluded the possibility, in the futuro, that I bo employed by the Con- 

e • 

trol Office. *t was intended, he said, ori7inally to employ no as an expert 

for the reman tar dyes industry. In view of tho regulations that I Just 

• # 

mentioned, the regulation tias the decree of Septenuer .1945, which forbado 

• • 

the employment of fonier ''arty mcebers in leading position, Lt. Colonsl 
ibntgooory rccocraended to uo that as an export for couasrcial, organization¬ 
al, and other international relations of Farben, I should continue to be 

• • 

available rdthout pay. Otherwise, he said, he could not avoid having me 
arrested again, and in that case I would still have to be available under 
generally less pleasant conditions. I trusted the vord of Lb. Colonel i’ont- 
gonery when he told me that he personally wasn't vexy pleased about having 
to tell me all thee? things. 

Q,- Did you take up this unpaid work? 

A.- Y es. In the interests of the cause and in the conviction about tho 
personal loyalty of the American gentlerren of the Control Office Which res 
lever disappointed, I worked without getting any pay from £.10.1945 to 
1.3.1946 I wrote a letter to ey iAaediate superior, tie African gentle¬ 
man Lusky, in which I described cy situation to hin. The result of 
that letter was that beginning with 1 August 1946 I ;ss given a small com¬ 
pensation for ay expenses. Then soee people from the Control Office, as a 
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result of tiiat letter, ver- kindly tried to have a s.a'l pert of ny pro¬ 
perty released in order to somewhat alleviate ay financial position. After 

• 

ay denazification trial 'os conpleted, on the basis of the law of 5 »-arch 

1945 — that is to say of 20 February 1947, which is the day viien the 

American authorities approved and confirmed the Judyuent of that trial — 

0 

u:»til 10 April 1947, the day when I was again arrested — during that 

period I was regularly and properly enployod by the Control Office. 

# _ 

Q..- i£r. Lusky, whoa you have just mentioned, was one of the leading 

gentlemen in the Control Office? 

A.- *es, he ms the nan in charge of the decertification branch. 

0 .,- You Just national your denazification trial, '.’lease tell us 

briefly what c lasaification you were given. 

0 

A.- Croup IV, follower. 

q.- Then I should be obliged to you if you would describe your acti¬ 
vity as an expert with the Control Office, briefly. 

A.- First of all I trote a history of the devolojxient of tho German 
wxl foreign Ur dyoe history. The title "The Production of Coal Tar Dye 
Stitts in Germany aid in tho Torld under special Consideration of tho Si- 

0 

tuation of I.Q. after the End of tho It was dated 31 Docembor 1945, 
in our Book 1 and dated 31 J anuary 1946 in our Book 2. I also made a report 

which was thon mimeographed by GHUS in Berlin about the international 

0 

relations of Farben in tnw dye-stuffs industry, together with an expert 
opinion about the ruestion uhat position the German tar dye-stuffs indust¬ 
ry should be given within the scope of the reorganization and the building 
up of German exports, and what consequence a complete paralyzation or a 
partial paralyzation would have,and the latter had been taken into account 

at tho end of 1945 i>y the occupying authorities. The title of that treaties 

0 

ms "Activities of I.G. Farbcn Industry in the Dye-Stuffs Field", dated 

30 Karch 1946, or 15 Juno 1946 in the mimeographed copy of OiiGUS. The Pro- 
* • 0 0 + 

secution, by the way, Iniows both of these treatises, for, in January 1947, 
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0 

v/hen members of the Frosecution gave me this mission, I gave them copies 

in Frankfurt and they were the last copies that I had available. In the 

sumer of 1947, while in prison, I .rote a letter to General Clay, Aph 

baseador Uurphy, General Draper, and to the Economic Ministry of the land 

Hess, where I pointed out the last mentioned treatise and also the expert 

opinion. That may seen like an unusual step for me to take, but I said 

that it could not be pointed out sufficiently what part the tar dyes 

export and the Ur <fym industry in general should be given within German 

oconony, and also what position these industries held. I oay add that 

during the mr appro::inately ten percent of the foreign exchange holdings 

were derived from the expost of Oeraan industrial production from the 

tar dyes industry. On the other hand I thought that the fact that I had 

not yet an opportunity up to that time of Justifying rty position to this 

• 0 

Tribunal should not prevent me from trying, at leaat, to servo my country 
and the interests of ren^n economy. In order to list a f ew more treatises 
I want to say that in the Summer of 1946 I icrked for several months on 
qn expert opinion atout the problem as to whether it was Justifiable and 
posolble from an ecoixmic point of view that within the scope of the re¬ 
gulations about decartilisation, the Jloechst plant should be split up 
into three or four legally independent units. At the time I warned against 
the execution of such an experiment, as I said, and the division was 
actually not carried out. I rondored an expert opinion about financial 
problems of the dissolution of the. concern and I rade a suggestion how 
the disentanglement. If it was decreed, should be carried out by way of 
an exchange of shares instead of selling outright indi visual plants. I 

• 0 

vorked on that export opinion, together with Dr. Krueger, and Herm von 

0 

Silvinyi, the son-in-law of Vr. von "einberg, nto has been repeatedly 

0 

mentioned in this courtroom. The subject of that expert opinion ras, brief¬ 
ly, that plants that could at present not be evaluated should not be sold 
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for money that wasn't worth anything any more to people who didn't know 

• 0 

anything about the operation of those plants anyhow. It was approved, how- 
0 0 

ever, in that expert opinion, that the concern be dissolved in a fora 
which, on the one hand corresponded to the aims that the occupying au¬ 
thorities desired, but at the same time should prevent that the interests 
of share holders be infringed upon more than necessary. The shareholders 

amount to hunureds of thousands and in the case of that oxpert opinion 

# • 

we assumed that thore were approximately 200,OCO shareholders, and more 
recent findings Indicate that that number is more correctly given as ap- 

• 4 

proximately 300,000 or 400,000. But which ever way it is the averago hold- 

0 0 

ings of one shareholder do not aount to moro than 3,500 or 3,700 marks. 

!<R. SPRECHER: Ur. President, 1 disliko to make ary objection during 
the introduction ty a defondant of his own case, but it scams to mo that 
the testimony that has Just boon given is exceedingly romte from any of 
the possible issues hero. 

THE PRES I LENT: Of course it is truo that tho Tribunal as such is not 

interostod in tho program or planning of the ultimato disposition of thoso 

plants. Tho defendant is ontitled to toll what hia activities have boon 

and what he has been ongaged in during the time under inquiry. But that, 

0 ^ 

porhaps, can be abbreviated somewhat. The Tribunal would not be much con- 

corned with the details of it. The subject matter of his activities aro 

• ® 

proper, but as 1 said ve would rot be interested in the details of tho 
reorganization or tho ultimate disposition of the phi'sicel properties of 
Farben. That is for someone olso tc worry about. You may go ahead. Ask your 
next question, counsel? 

A.- 1 had finished qy narration anyhow. But I soroly -.ranted to say 

that from December 1946 until tho tioo that 1 was arrostod for the second 

# 

timo, I also had to bo available to the Frankfurt officer from the Prose- 

0 

cution within the scope of tho Control Office, together rath Ur. von Holder 

0 

Dr. Struss, and a fow other gentlemen who were called on the spotc, such 
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as Dr. Frank-Fahle. I had to give information about various thingsi I 
had to vork out export opinions, and I also mado a nunbor of affidavits 
about subjects of Count II of the indictment, which affidavits apparently 

were not considered usucblc and they are going to bo introduced by the 

# 

dofenso. On 8 April 1947, an officor of the Prosecution handed me over 
to the Gorman Criminal Polico. I was in the Frankfurt prison for fivo days 


and then came to Hurooborg. 
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DR. HEHZE: I bolicvo that brings us to the ond of this part. Hr. 

Kugler, 1 want to introduce at this tine ono of cy docuuonts. Exhibit Humb¬ 
er 2 is Document numbor 2. That is an affidavit of on employee of the 

• 0 

Control Office of I.G. Farbon, Frauelcin Bonjunga, doted 27 March 1948. 

In this affidavit tho affiant ahatoa how many procurista Farbon had at 

0 

tho timo when my cliont became a procurist, and how m any doputy directors 

Farbon had at tho tine ihon my diont was givon that title* I offor that 

% 

document in order to givo you an insight Into tho position of ny client 
within tho scope of this largo firm. 

I offor Document Kunbor 62 as Exhibit Numbor 3. That is a lot tor of 
ny cliont dated 20 Juno 1946 to Mr. Lusty, who has Just boon nvontionod 
by my client. I offor that document in ordor to show to Your Honors what 
ay cliont did at tho timo and what ho thought his dutios woro in his pos¬ 
ition. At thb ond of this copy of tho lottor, ny cliont cortified to tho 
fact that it waa a litoral copy of tho lottor ho wroto at tho timo. 

Exhibit Number 4 is ny document Numbor 3. This is an affidavit of 
this Richard von Silvinyi whom =y cliont has Just montionod. This affidavit 

is dated 22 Soptcmbcr 1947. Uay I draw tho attontion of Your Hohors to 

0 

tho fourth and fifth paragraph of this affidavit, bccauso tho description 
containod in thoso very paragraphs gives a good picturo of tho position 
of my client and of his knowlodgo of the businoss policy of Farbon. Itoso 
paragraphs spoak for thcmsolvcs so that I don't havo to aeko any furbhor 


May I offer Document 4 as Exhibit Number 5. This is a lottor of 
Hr. Lusty dated 31 July 1946. Ur. Lusty wrote to ay client before ho re¬ 
signed free his position in the Control Office of Farbon and loft Europe. 
The contents of that letter also speak for themselves. 

The following two docusxints are lottors of Kr. Jose Paul von Gans, 
a former employee of I.G. Farben. A lettor which he addressed on 7 Juno 
1938 to ny client is Document Humber 5. I offer that as Exhibit Numbor 6. 
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Another lettor th.~t he wrote on 24 June 1947 is Document Number 6. 

I offer that as Exhibit Number 7. 

MR,SPRECH2*: Mr. President, without waiving any of our rights with 

# 

respect to tho qua l i f ication of documents normally in this case, bccauso 
of its nature, wo will rako no objection to this lettor. 

THE PRESIEEffT: Very well. To understand tho prosecution's position. 

DR. HENZE: About tho personality of tho man who wrote this lettor 
I may say this. Hr. von Cans was formerly working for Farbon in Austria. 

Ho was affoctcd by tho Nucmbcrg-racial laws of tho Third Roich. Uy cliont 
did ovorything within his power to retain Ur. von Cans in his position. 

For that conduct Ur. von Cans thanks my cliont in tho first mentioned 
lettor and in tho socond lettor mentioned ho shows that also after tho col- 

9 • m 

lapso of Gormany, his. Hr. von Cans 1 , attitudo did not chango. 

**r. Kuglor, your ;x>rk in Farbon and your membership in various com- 
cittteos and commissions and tho date of your appointoont to thoso commit¬ 
tees and coanissions can bo soon from Exhibit 304 and 305 of tho Proso- 
cution; various questions arising thore - frem regarding competency and 
responsibility as a director; who vuis a member of tho Vorstand and v.ho vino 
a procurist according to coonorcial law — all thoso questions I want to 
deal with in tho further course of ny examination. At tho moment I want to 
03k only two questions. You woro a moabor of tho Inner^Dyo-Stuffs Committco. 
Tfould you please toll us what gentlemen woro members apart from you. 

0 9 9 9 

A.- Dr. von Schnitzler, Mr. Waibcl, Horr Koehler, Horr Dr. Kuoppor, 
and as a liaison man for tho technical end. Or.Tor Moor was there. I can 
not say at tho moment khothor ho was a regular member of tho Inner Dyo 
Stuffs Committee or not, or whether he only had liaison functions. 

Q.- You wore a member of the Conacre ial cccmittoo. Please toll us 
'hen you woro called to that committee. 
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A.- In December 1940. 

Q.- Boforo that tine did you participato in tho meetings of that com¬ 
mittee? 

A.- ¥cs,- as a guest tfwn there wore any points on tho agenda that 
required my presence and »*iich socnod to make ay proscnco desirable — par¬ 
ticularly in regard to Eastern questions. 


1 
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Q. DitLyou then have the function and position of an expert re¬ 
corder? 

A. Yes. 

Q. To whoa were you subordinate in your last position as chief of 
the dyestuffs business for the Southeast European countries and as 
chief of the directorate department of Farben? To whoa were you respon¬ 
sible for this activity? 

A. In my capacity as chief of the sales of dyestuffs to tho South¬ 
east European countries I was subordinate to the director or the chief 
of the sales combine. Dr. von Schnitzler, directly. In ay capacity as 
chief of the directorate department of the dyestuffs and the so-called 
central agency for international dyestuffs contracts, ono can soy that 
I was responsible to the entire body of the Vorstand numbers, at least, 
all those who were active in the dyestuffs business for the two depart¬ 
ments mentioned were auxiliary organizations for the entire sales com- 
bine dyestuffs. 

Q. In order to fill in the picture, nay I ask one nore question? 
Generally speaking, were you acting upon instructions of those agencies 
to whom you were responsible? 

A. In principle, yes; but I want to say that in my capacity os 
chief of the sales to the Southeastern European countries, I was very 
extensively independent. 

Q. Mr. Kugler, I now want to discuss with you individual counts 
of the indictment. I start with a few subjects under Count 1 of the 
indictment. In this courtroom it has been repeatedly mentioned that in 
December of 1936 Goering made a speech. The prosecution attaches groat 
weight to this speech and to the knowledge about this speech. About 
this speech Mr. von Schnitzler reported in the Dyestuffs Connittee. You 
were a Qeabcr of that cccsaittce. Do you remember that report? 

A. I didn't participate in the meeting at that time because I was 
away from Frankfurt. 

'i- Do you remecbe 


r that event in any other way? 

12569 


27 April-M-yW-D.-2-Primeau (Int.Katz) 

COURT 71, CASS VI 

A, After all we experienced in Germany during the last fifteen 
years, after all the sensations that we Gernans experienced and all the 
speeches that we heard, it is extremely difficult at this time to re¬ 
construct exactly what happened at the end of Decenfeer 1936. One runs 
the risk and one is in danger if one atteapts this to confuse events 
th$t happened at the time with subsequent infomation. I have a vaguo 
recollection to the effect that that speech was at the tine not publish¬ 
ed in the German press but that foreign newspapers — and, if I remem¬ 
ber correctly, it was the Tines — reported about Goering's speech ac¬ 
cording to which he seid: "Wo are already at war; we are Just not 
shooting yet." 

Q. That statement of Goering was conspicuous, wasn't it, and 
didn't you try to find out, oven if you were not presont in that mooting, 
what he actually said? 

A. It is possible that I talkod to Mr. von Schnitslor about it at 
the time. Mr. von Schnitzler at one tine after a speech of Goering told 
me. "Ho seems to be mad." That statement remainod in ay menory for ono 
thing becauao of its franknoss and also because of tho choice of words 
thot ( ho used. Perhaps Mr. von Schnitzler was roforring to that partic¬ 
ular spoech but I don't know thot any more. 

When Judging tho action of individuals about such apecchos, as was 
this speech of Goering of December 1936, ono oust take ono thing into 
account: first, tho speaker was known long before 1936' for a massive 
somewhat brusque sort of expression and for coining slogans and poli¬ 
tical phrases* When it was still time, one did not take thoso slogans 
very seriously and when one wanted to take them seriously thoro was no 

more time to do that. The latter, for inetanco, wo felt whan in 1943 

•* -a •• ‘J *** ^ %*• * v •• • *4 » 

ftnd 1944 we spent our nights in the cellar or on the roof with the fire 
extinguisher and if we then remembered Goering's words that an Allied . 
plane wouLd hover come into tha atir aver German territory; and one must 
also take into account the general political situation at tho time. I 
only, refer to tho Italian, campaign in Abyssinia, the Spanish Civil War, 
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and the talk that "as g>ing around by the government about the oneny in 
the East. It's possible perhaps that one or the other eight have 
brought such expressions or utterances in connection with the general 
political situation at the time. 

Q. I believe we can now turn to something else, Mr. Kuglor. In 
the indictment it is stressed that employees of Par bon hold positions 
in the foreign organization of the Party. You were the chief of the 
sales of dyestuffs in some Southeast European countries. What do you 
have to say about this charge of the prosecution as far as facts about 
these countries aro concerned? 

A. The solos combine dyoatuffs in its fiold sorvico employed al¬ 
together approximately 5 or 6 thousand people at home and abroad. About 
3 to U thousand people were working abroad. Tho number of peoplo work¬ 
ing in the.Southeast European countries — subordinate to rao, that is — 
was approximately 500; and by far tho majority of these 500 peoplo woro 
Indigenous personnel of the countries concomed and not Co ran ns. 

For tho territory of ay countries I can say with authority that 
the fact that among such a largo number of persons thoro aro also some 
people who havo political ambitions and political inclinations must bo 
understandable and that could not be prevented by tho management of tho 
firm. Normally, wo didn't regard it as our duty or function to inter- 
foro with their personal life, just as little as wo asked or wondorod 
about tho religion that our employees hold. 

Uy attitude was this: "Wo arc operating a sales businoss and wo 
are not a political organization"; and I didn't consider it in tho in¬ 
terests of our Frrben business that any of our ooployces should becomo 
active in politics at all, for such a political activity calls for po¬ 
litical criticism and, in the final analysis, such an activity is al¬ 
ways carried out at the expense of the pure business interests. 

From ay own fiold of work I want to cite one example. Whon approx- 

e 

laately in 1934 or 1935 I learned that Herr Eating, who was a procurist 

at the time in our Jugoslav agency, was becoming active politically I 

12551 


* 


27 April-i<-OT-TJ-/.-Pr’ceau (1st.Katz) 

COURT 'a, c -ss tx 


had him called to Frankfurt and I told Mr. Eoting: "My dear air, you 
have to be clear on one thing. Either you want to remain e business 
nan or you want to become a politician"; and subsequently Mr. Eating 
remained in Party functions and Far ben finally reconciled itself to 
that decision. 

Wo had to consider, in viaw of the development of those years, 
that: "It is perhaps the lesser evil to have somebody in Jugoslavia 
in such a position upon whom one cen tako a certain influence — that 
is perhaps better than if some unknown extremist is activo in that 
spot." 

In the Emting case, it was actually possible to evado the pressure 
exerted from the authorities in regard, for instance, to the employment 
of Jewish personnel, and s^aewhat mitigate the effoct. Wo shall deal 
with that at another spot; but I want to add that in tho caso of Ur. 
Eating, whom I mentioned, it is tho s-oo man who is mentioned in Exhib¬ 
it 511, NI-1294, in Book XXV of the English, on page 3. That is a list 
of all the people in Parben for public functions. That was drawn up 
by, I bolievc. Dr. Prank Fahle and bating is listed as tho Landosgrup- 
ponloiter of Croatia from 1941 on. 

Q. Another eubjoct, Mr. Kuglcr: tho proeocution has emphasized 
that people from Parben woro active within tho scope of tho industrial 
organizations and you also worked for industry, namely, in the Economic 
Group Chemistry *iore you held a position. What have you to say about 
it briefly? 

A. From tho end of 1943 on I was tho Deputy Chiof of Sub-Tochni- 
Q?1 Group 16, Tar Dyes and Dyes Intermediates. In tho summer of 1944 
I was called to the Advisory Council for Export ^estiono with tho Ec¬ 
onomic Group Chemistry or the Investigating Agency for Chemistry. I 
dealt with deatils about my functions and ay position in Kuglcr Exhib- 
it No. 1 in ny curriculum by territory and in that connection I want to 
refer to Paragraph 6 particularly. At tho time when I took over the 

Deputy Management of Sub-Group 16 ft reorganization of industry hnd just 

. 12552 


27 Aora-lW'B-ll-5-Prl-aeau (Lnt.Kats) 

ctHS-r v l , vr 

r 

b«en carried out and as a rule the can in chargo of the sub-group was 
given as an assistant a so-called production manager Produktionsleiter. 
In the case of this Sub-Group 16, this nan was Dr. Struss and Dr. Struss 
refers to that activity when he mentions in the introduction to his var¬ 
ious affidavits that he was the production manager of the entiro German 
dyestuffs industry. 


O' 
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General] y, I want to add a few words about this subject, as I sea 
these things. In cy opinion, it was in ths nature of the business be¬ 
cause of its size and because of its manifold productions, that people 
from Farben should bo cone active within the scope of that organisation. 
As far 83 ty experiences and r ecollections go, 1 can state that Farbon 
did not pesh itcelf forward to get such positions. As far as it was 
possible, cf course, Farben gladly gave other people priority for such 
positions, if only in order not to expose itself to the criticism that 
Farben wanted to monopolize the organization of thia industry. 

If the Sub-Croup manageaent in the dyestuffs field was staffod by 
people from Farben, then that was more or less tho necossary conae- 
quenco of the fact that Farbcnin Gorann constituted approximately 95 * 
of Dyestuffs production in their plants. 

Q. Ur. Kugler, in Paragraphs 46, 51 snd 52 of tho indictment 
there is mention mado of the cartels cM they sro linkod to * war of ag¬ 
gro ss ion. Since at a vory- early age in your life you holpod in build¬ 
ing up tho dyestuffs cartols, I ask you now to make statements whether 
Farben's activity in the dyestuff a cartel was in any connection with a 
war of aggression which was planned by Hitlor. 

A. No, with reforonco tho charges contained in tho paragraphs of 
tho indictment that you mentioned, I want to say how I see these things. 
The Farben cartel is not mentioned expressly but I know from American 
publications and particularly from tho nagezine, "Gonn-ny's Master Plan," 
which was published in 1943, that in certain American circlos the dye¬ 
stuffs cartel is ascribed cortein tendencies in tho same nature as is 
contained in the paragraphs of that indictment. 

I read that particular document at the end of 1945 but that opinion 
is erroneous. It is a misunderstanding of the conditions under which the 
European dyestuffs industry worked in the first post-wer oeriod. The 
sitaution in tho period after the First World War approximately doubled 
the dyestuffs production capacity and the reasons I an not going to men¬ 
tion, but the consumption remained the same and people concerned with 
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dyestuff<3 wa confronted by the alternative: "Either fight to the end 
or reach r.n understanding,* That w?s a problem for Furopc*r. dyestuffs 
production as it never nreso in the United States. L-jev.&a f.a th» 

United States for Instance, - there sea self sufficiency in Jyostuffs * 
production of approximately % before the f iret Tor Id r/ar, which in¬ 
creased tc filf tendency in dyestuffs proluction of approximately 
905« before the Second Korld Har broke out. That is to say* one built 
a new industry in ■ country protected by tariffs and a normel consumer. 
Therefore, such problems did not arise thoro as they did in Europe and, 
therefore, in ay opinion, the opinion is wrong that in Europo industry 
was non-competitive and in America industry was competitive. That opin¬ 
ion is not correct — at loest, free the point of view of the dyestuffs 
field. 

I have incorporated thoso Jdwc Jr. ny two papers thrt I montionod 
boforo and in that connection nay I pwlil to tho survoy of tho interna¬ 
tional relations of Parbon in tho dyestuffs fiold which is contained in 
the von Schnitzler Document 177. That is an affidavit which I swore to, 
that I drew up shortly boforo ay second arrest, for Ur. von Schnitzlor 
and which the defense of Ur. von Schnitzlor has offorod. 

I want to say only a few brief words about tho drawing up of that 
affidavit. Tho wife of tho dofondant, von Schnitzler, showod rao, 
around February 1947, a lottor of hor husband which ho wroto from a 
camp — I don't know whether it was Dachau or Ludwigsburg. In that 
letter Ur. von Schnitzler vote that he ex pec tod thrt there would be 
no trial conducted against I. C. Ferbcn, that ho now would hn/e to pre¬ 
pare himself for his denazification trial, and that ho eskod individ¬ 
ual former associates to sond him affidavits for uao pf the do-NPzi- 
fication Board about certain questions and ho mentioned ay name in thrt 
connection, that I should draw up a survoy of his international activ¬ 
ity with the scope of Farben. By reason of ay activity in Frrnkfurt, 

I had at the tine sene slight doubts about the optimism of Ur. von 
Schnitzler end, therefore, I drew up the affidavit in 3uch a way that 
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it could be used for Geroan agencies as "oil as for this courtroom and 
that is why I included ee much in that affidavit. 

Q. I now want to turn to sooe other subject. 

A. May I say ono aoro thing? That affidavit at the s&ae time 
describes ay own activity within the scopo of those internation rela¬ 
tions of Parben. May I say that I point to that fifteen years of ac¬ 
tivity with satisfaction and a certain aaount of prido, an activity 
which is a practical exaaple of positivo international collaboration in 
the econooic field. 
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Q You nean by that that you could not be brought in connection 
with a war of aggression under any circus*tances? 


A Certainly not* 

Q Another point. A paper written by Dr. Ilgner entitled, "The 
Promotion of Exports for the Four Year Plan 1 * is concerned hero. When 


Exhibit 762 was offered by the Prosecution, which is NI-1J70, on jage 26 
of Book 61, in tho session of tho 26th of September, 1947, it was stated 
that that papor was sent to the mostoors of tho Commercial Cccedtteo, and 
in that connection the Prosecution mentioned you particularly as a 


recipient, is that correct? 

A It is not correct because this jnper is dated in 1937 and I 
became a oeeber of tho Coaoorcial Comittee only in Do combo r of 1940. 


Q Then you did not lcam about that papor? 

0 • 

A Oh, yes. In oy capacity as chief of tho directorate. Department 

0 

Dyostuffs, which also received the Coemorcial Conmittoo minutes. 

Q Khon you read that paper, did y>u have tho impression that that 
particular draft sorved purpssos as ascribed by tho Prosocution to that 


document? 

A Mo, I did not agree with the facts contained in several points 
of Dr. Ilgnor's paper. Our differences of opinion woro particularly 
acuto in tho field of industrialization, and 1 discussed theso mattors 
at a later time with Dr. Ilgner. B ut all of tho so questions were on 
tho lovol of economic theories and considerations and had nothing to do 
with the subject under discussion here. About the point that is docisivo 
horo I oust say that Dr. Ilgner's paper, in my opinion, constitutes such 
a long-range planning, as far as its suggestions are concerned, that one 
can certainly not read into this any intention of preparing a war of 

• _ 0 

aggression. In various passages it is expressly stated, for instance, 
that Germany with the institutions promoting its exports was not at a par 
with England and America. It was actually lagging behind Ehgland and 
America. And the appendages in this report about Latin America, tho spooch 


given to the International Chamber of Coeancrce, also had tho character 
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unequivocally of a long-range planning in a peaceful world. 

Q T he Prosecution cent ions that Farben sold their products partly 
below cost in order to procure foreign cxchar^e for tho purposes of tho 
Reich Govcmmer*. Did you have anything to do with tho pro:ess of 
additional exports mentioned in that correction? 

A Only as the executor of official instructions. 

Q Did this additional process of exports play any part in the 
countries urdor your charge in southern Buropo? 

A No, tho price competition and other conditions in thoso countries 
were of such a nature that the additional export procoss practically 
played no part at all. 

Q And what is jour personal opinion, generally spooking? 

A Tho opinion of tho Prosecution apparently was causod by a 
niaunderstanding of tho naturo of tho so-called additional export process, 
tho ZAV. When the government assumed power it announced tint tho 
Reichsmark must bo kopt stablo undor all droomstancos. At tho time a 
devaluation of tho curroncy storling bloc had boon carried out; thon tho 
devaluation of tho dollar took place; later thu Fronch franc, tho Swiss 
franc, and other currencies wero devaluated. Tho difficulties resulting 
from the doaand of the Government that the nark ahould bo kept stablo 
for German oxports was something one tried to ovorcane, opart from other 
methods, but tho introduction of this additional export program, so to 
speak. In the summer of 1945, together with some other colleagues, I 

• 

*orked cut a dot ail od paper for the Bernstein Comadtteo, and that papor, 

I beliovo, is also available to the Prosecution. 

Tho collaborators on this paper with Ur. Borgwardt and von Holder, 
"ho made statenorbs about the chemicals business, apart from myself, and 
I was informed about the dyestuffs Held. Then the chief of the Central 
Bookkeeping, Ur. Dencker, participated. He procured the figures for the 

other sales carbines that wero not represented in frankfUrt. From this 

• • «'• 

Paper it can be seen that Farben contributed, by far, more tc this spocial 
tasks, as this additional export progras ni^t be called, then it received 
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back in compensation for excess business losses. It can bo further 
seen fron this paper that the dyestuffs field participated only with a 
fraction in back paynenta. 

In other wjrds, it did not got nuch back. We sales people of 
dyestuffs can bo charged with very cany things, but wo have nevor bem 
chargod, criticised, ftr having sold too nuch. And 1 never heard that 
during ny twenty-five years of practical experience. 

Q Ur. Kugler, under Paragraph 50 of tho indictment, tho Prosocution 
deals with you personally in comcction with the statenent that Gem any' a 
economic policy, arxi also Parben's policy, was directed towards weakening 
the econcffiic potential of othor countries, and in particular thoso 
countrios which tho Third Reich regarded as possible obatados to tho 
carrying out of its aggressive policy. I rofer particularly to Exhibit 
1015, MI-11204, which is in Book 43 of tho 5,glish, on pago 273, and also 
I rofor to pago 52 and pago 53 of the trial brlof. 

A T hat oxhibit was the sihjoct of our notion dated 28 Octobor, 
1947, a notion about ihich tho Tribunal rulod in tho sosoion of tho 2nd 

* 9 

of Doconhor, 1947, and tho re for o I have no furthor cocao nt to mako about 
it. But I want to say this. In their reply dated 17 ^ovenfcor 1947, 
tho Prosecution said that the two attachments to the notion wore not 
sworn to by no. I wrote those two documents at the tine according to 
tho best of ny knowledge and belief for the information of tho Doferoo, 

In the noantino 1 read then through once no re carefully, checked thorn 
over, nrri 1 would now like to state that they can be considered as sworn 
to by no. 

Q Dr. Kugler, 1 should like to have you consent about the contents 
of that docuaert. What have you to say about it? 

A I wart to point once nore to S c hnitzlcr Document 177, which is 
ny affidavit. In that ttocuccnt I make statenents about the attitude of 
Farbcn in general and about us dyestuffs people in particular. Our 
attitude towards the question of war, whether it was a defensive war or 
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offensive nar. Particularly wo in the dyestuffs f ield could fear 
nothing worse than war. After the collapse of 1918, in very tedious 
and troublesome labor, Farbcn worked out for itself a respected position 
in the international chemical market. In the international cartel it 

had a share of approximately sixty-five percent. Ani Farbcn was leading 

• 

in that cartel under partners that had equal rights with Farbcn. 

A contract which was to be enforced until 1968 guaranteed all 
the achievements. The share of Farben in the world production, including 
Japan, the United States and ftjssia, was not far below fifty percent 
during the 1930* a. The dyestuffs ox port bnsinoss of Farben, as compared 
with its entiro business of dyestuffs, was such that Farben sold more 
than sixty percent of its production abroad. Any warlike ihvolvonoit 

had to destroy this delicate building of int erretioral collab oration 

• • 

nrtf had to endanger what wo had achieved ovor a poriod of twonty years. 

Wo had eve 17 thing to lose and nothing to gain by war. Wo feared nothing 
worso then war end we wore anxious to maintain the peaco. I doclarod 
that solemnly already in the sumor of 19A5, when tho dLdn't want to hoar 
it — and certainly didn't want to put it on the record. I trust that 
it will be hoard erH^believod in this courtroom. 

DR. SE2DL (Counsel for defendant IXiorrfeld): Ur. President, 
at 1330 hours this afternoon a witness, DrI Duellborg, is examined beforo 
the Comdssion, and I ask that my client Dr. Duerrfeld be oxcusod fran 
attendance this session so that ho can attend tho examination of the witness 
TIE PRESIDENT: Pondssion is grantod. 

0 

DR. VOH UBTZIER (Counsel for defendant Gajcwski): lir. President, 
nay I file a similar application on behalf of tic defendant Gajewski 
because tomorrow the witness Schindler is going to be examined bef<xc tho 
Socmissioner. Therefore, I would ask to excuse him from attending tho 
session of tomorrow. 

TSC RiESID2ff: Hat request is likewise granted. 

The Tribunal will now rise until one-thirty. 

(The Tribunal recessed’until 1330 hours, 27 April 19A8) 
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• • 

( (The Tribunal convened at 1330 hours, 27 April 19h8). 
TIE • AISIAL; T he Tribunal is again in session. 

DIR3DT ECAinJiATICS! (Continued) 
HASS DUGLU, Resumed 

Bf DR. HSJZE: 


Q. it. ICugler, before the recess we yore speaking about the 


interrogation in 19U5, NI-l^Qh, Exhibit 1015. I should like to aslc 


you one more tiling about that. In the position which you held before 
the war, did you have enough information, onough insight, to be able 
to pass judgment on the plana of the Geruan industrialists? 

A. tfoj what I said before the recoss was, and is , ay opinion, 
my Judgment, about the situation in the 3 a los Comhins Dyestuffs. And 
in my Judgnent all the Vorstand members in the Sales Combine ftrestuffs 
agreed with ry opinion. I shall mention Jr. von Schnitzlor, Ur, 
Waibel, and also othor non, sons of whoa I worked with for about two 
decades and for whoa I worked, such as '.follnor, Uuehlen, iTolf, Woskott, 
Soeboho, ’/iogand. Sore of them wore still in sorvico until shortly 
beforo the cutbroak of the war. For the othor aspects of the firm I 


cannot eive a similarly positive Judgement bocauso of ny limited 
sphere of work. But fields of work would have thought or acted dif¬ 
ferently. At any rate, I wasnot competent in the summer of 19U5, when 
tliis exhibit originated, to give any positive opinion one way or tho 
other, and I loft no doubt of that fact at tho time. 



Q. I believe wo can 
go on to anotlior point. 
The Prosecution 
agencies abroad 
I want 

indicate to as 


I should like to 
indietmont. 
role which 
aggression. Since 
glad if you would 

for in respect 


to dyestuffs exports. 
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A. Czechoslovakia, Austria, Hungary, Runania, Yugoslavia. 

After the death of Xosuerzienrat Waibel in February, 19li5, I was also 
to take over the other Balkan countriesj Grosoe, Turkey, Africa, but 
all this nas only on paper because of nilitary events. 

Q. She foreign agencies of Farben are supposed to have been 
the germ colls of Hazi intrigue. How was that in your countries? 

A. This charge is wrong and mistaken, in ay opinion, not only 
for ay countries but for the whole firm. I should like to say, 
above all, tho following. If It had been the intention of Far ben to 
use its foreign Sales organization for the purposes which the Proseou- 
tiai secs in it, then, for instance. Farben nould not have attempted 
to put Jaws in loading positions in these organizations—and I am 
thinking ospooially of ay countries—and to keep then in these 
loading positions as long as possiblo. But those peoplo would havo 
boon consiclorod unreliable for such a purpose—and I hope you will 
interpret tills word correctly os used in this context. They would 
have been eliminated iaoodiatoly, or at least in thb first few yoars. 

On the othor iurnd, I nay point out the following state of affairs 
in ay countrioa. In Yugoslavia it was in 1 ?U that those people iroro 
separated; in Rumania it was only in l&O, again long after the * 
outbreak of trar that changes in personnel took place. In Austria 
and Czechoslovakia I had people with Jewish connections working until 
tho end of the war, and in Hangary such pooplo were working during the 
war. 

Q. Horr, as you said yourself, in some of the sales organizations 
under you, you had om-plcyees who wore Party centers, is that corroct? 

A. Yes, that is true. We did iot select our employees by typo 
but for their business qualifications and their character. Some of 
then were Party renters, but no conclusions can be drawn fron that, 
any more tiian the fact of Party neabership in tho hone office. 

Q. Please tell no one aore thing, it. Kuglor. What was tho 
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attitude of tho Goman authorities on this personnel policy in the 
foreign aconoios? 


% 

A. In tho spring of 1931* I took over sales to these countries. 
Since that tine, that is for about ten yoars, I had to work with this 
problem. In all those nany years I had to tloal with criticism and tho 
attitude of tho authorities, who did not approve of our personnel 


policy. 


Q. I boliovo ire can new leave this field in tho direct examina¬ 
tion because we liavo some documents which wo can offer. 
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# 

(DR. HPX2E) 

Th* first d cum ant which I sh uld lik e t' 'ffir is H » 7, which 

% 

Kill b. Exhibit N . 8. This is a nsoraixhrn by the head f the Press Office 
.f F.irb si in Barlin, Mr. Pass-rgej fJva tfca ysor 1956. He repTt^d t' his 
supjri'r. Dr. Xurag »r, wh-' has appeared h«r s as a witness, ab- ut the Pree 
campaign against Farbm egmeiss, and the p«rs nnel p'licy in these agsncies. 

few pr .3s clippings are attached t * this am rendun, which giv a a g d 
pictur* -f circumstances at that time. Be cause qy client was in charge f 
these c untriss, this aia randua was turned ver t^ him. Dr. Krueger made 
an affidavit on the 11th -f March, 19 UB, identifying this nerrandum and 
the clippings. 

This affidavit is at the end -~f this exhibit. 

Th* next d cinmt which I >ff«- is K . G, Exhibit 9> a clipping 

fr b the newspap <e Balkan, which had a large clrculati- n in S uth*est«rn 

Eur-p3. It dials with the eupl yoent f Jews in th* Farben agency there, 

i.s the d cument sh ws, it was s rnt Farbrn an nya usly as a threat, t» 

put a st p t > these c nditi -ns. The f -rtign rganisati n - f the Party was 

also int«r»st>d in these pr bleas. 

On the 15th f December, 1956, th* fnlpi organisation wrote to 

Farbm, This is D exsaent H-*. 9, which I 'ff r as Exhibit 10. I may qu te 

fr« this latter* "I cust again urge y u t' finally carry ut the unr.v idable 

p^rs nnel re rgmixeti n within v ut Rumanian enterprises". 

.a ther letter frw the fTiipi rgmisatl n 1 s a lettm dated 27 

January, which is toy d'cunmt N'. 10, and will be Exhibit N<>. 11. This 

document has already bem intr-duced as Exhibit 77 for Ilgner. The latter 

is addr iss ed t qy cli sit and deals with a non narwd IV. Bistrociasu, f'r 

" * 

"h- m Ilgnm had a certain resp nsibility. 

The next d-cuamt which I sh uld like t 'ffir is an affidavit f 
a f-’raer high fficial 'f the Raich Ministry f Ec n-'mics, Dr. Karl 
Schultse-Schultius. This is Document 11 and will be Exhibit 12. 

In this affidavit the affiant givrn a dstalled descripti-m of the 
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divrl'paints in tha ;npl yment of Jaws abr ad. He s«.ys ttet tha t .0 f tha 
Party was vry energetically trying t« hav, such empl-yaes dismiss ad. Ha 
els' says that Parb.n triad t' keep thas; pa pla wh-^a it ensid-ered important 
fT its axp rt business, end ha testifies that ha support ad Farben in its 
aff rts, but that finally b> th tha Ministry f Ec^n oics and F 0 rb«n had t" 
giv* way t this pressure. Finally ha testifi.a that Farb.n then triad un¬ 
successfully t' make such arrangements with these pa- pla that they w uld n t 
l-'sa their lawful rights. 

This affidavit is an important document taken tog-ther with tha 
f >11-wing d cumsnts, which giva a-re d .tails. 

I n w ff xr D cu cunt 12, as Exhibit 13, In Explanation I nay 
pint ut that mry 0*rman scp'rt.r had t^ ha vs p.raissi n fr-m tha Fr.ign 
Exchang. auth riti* t * make peynents to enpl y >a abr ad j that in this way, 
th. State had Rb lsute o ntr-'l - vir wh c uld be paid abr ad.‘ 

Tha F r 'ign Exchang> office in Berlin was in charge of these 
quasti ns, and this letter which hes Just been introduced in a general way 
inf rn»d 0 uTton exp>rt.rs that beginning in 1938, - the first of Decenber 
1938, payB.nts c uld be cade to Jswirh *qplye»s -nly if a snecial appli¬ 
cation were made and approved. 

This stat-aunt f tha cuthTitles gave ccasi~n to Fn-ben to report 
individual cases t the ministry of Ec.-*maics, and to get approval. 

Fr n the f 12 .wing d cuasnts we can see that Farben's efforts were successful 
In pert, f t as 1 ng as five years. The f'll wing d cunents report such 
incidmts fron this sphere of w-rk of a? cli?nt. 
os Exhibit 15 I offer Document 12*. 
os Exhibit 16 , I off a- D-.c^nt 15. 

I have just been inf. raed that I apparently nit ted one document. 

1 th ugh that I had already --ff^sd Document 13, as Exhibit li*. 

D cuoent 12* is Exhibit 15 j 
D cument 15 is Exhibit 16 / 

D cument 16 , I -ff?r as Exhibit 17. 
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This 5 ar* ell latt.rs fr-w: the Ministry of Ec^n-cics to Farb^n n 
such qmstl ns. 

«8 Exhibit IS I off sr D-'cunait 17. This ia a lett it ftmn tha C antral 
Finane a Administrafci n f 1.0. Farb enindustri 3 fc*« tha L :gal Dapcrtnant if tha 
Salas C.'Lbino Dyestuffs in Frankfurt, wh.r* a d j tailed np'rt ■>n tha situa- 
ti n is made. 

This r ip rt is o ntcined in th» unci a -d latt >r to tha Ministry 
Of Be *n mica. Farbm's eff-rts to b* f-ir in such caa-.a can ba 8:>n fr in 
thosa latto-s. It was nly « tha 2Uth Deoanb s r, 19U2, ttu.t Farbsn in 

Frankfurt was blig*d t' writ* t« -n* of th*s> imploya*s, 1 ir. *arl ' 

Kr«nnr in Frankfurt, and inf rt> hin th..t n w th*r* was no official way any 
1 ngo* t' pay hin. T hie notice is giv^n in Dcuia*nt IS, which I off ir 
as Exhibit 19. 

Parb.n w.s n t actisfi»d with this. Th* affidavit >f tha employe* 
rt f th* Frankfurt 'ffic* 'f Farb*n, v n K-spett, shore that later an»th*r 
payn<nt was mad* t' He, Krua«r, in this cos* illigally. This affidavit 
is D cunint 19, and I ff x it as Exhibit 20. 

Th* n*xt two d cunsnts or* agreenoits f the Farb n ag.ncy in 
Hung, ry, Budanil, with mpl yt ts wh 1 r.r* 1* ving tho firn in this way, 

Th* first D cua*nt is N . 20 and I off*. it es Exhibit 21. This r*f-rs t** on 

V 

*npl-~y j * ivuatd M*is*l. Th* sje nd is c D cunmt 21, Exhibit 22. It is 
th-t f an inpl y » nanxl Otto Palatal. A study f these agreements sh ws 
th-.t Farb-n was n t satisfied with bs%rving the payments prescribed by 
law, but *? ; nt av,n b»y nd that. 

Th* last d cunint in this cmecti n which I want to -Tfar is an 
affidavit f a f ra>r inploy t * :f Farb=n, Richard v-wi Silvini. It is 
D'cunsnt 22, Exhibit 23. Mr. v n Silvini hins*lf was affected by the 
racial laws f th3 Third Reich. Ha giv;s a discripti^o <-f what Farbm did 
in individual casis, f proticti-n giv?n to hin and t.o other people also 
affectsd b7 th* racial laws. 
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I now leave this field and shall continue tho examination of the 
witness. - . 

BY DR. HENZAt 

Q. Dr. Kugler, the Prosecution charges that the Foreign Sales 
Organizations, worked in the field of Inteoligence and Espionage. 

A. At ay orders and with ay knowledge, no one did such work in 
the countries of which I was in charge, and I-do not believe that this 
happened without ay knowledge. At any rate, I distinctly deny the 
charge of having, with the agencies and firna in ay countries, support¬ 
ed such activity. Uy basic attitude was that the foroign agencies had 
to bo free of political and similar influences, and that nothing could 
bo done rtiich would endanger tho existence of these agencios. Ono must 
always considor that almost all companies wero incorporated undor tho . 
laws of a country concerned. 

Q. Another quostion, kr. K-^-er. Your narao is montionod in con¬ 
nection with the guardianship of National Socialist Journalists. I 
refer to Prosecution Document NI 715, Exhibit 817, Bx>k U5, pago 138. 
That is a lottor signed by you. I may remark thK tho copy submitted 
horo shows tho signature of Dr. von Schnitzler. This is a adstako, 
which I already pointed out whon it was put in evidence. Ploaso cony- 
nent on this letter* 

A. That la true that there is such a letter. The roquost for 
taking ovor such a sponsorshi was expressed by ay countries too. I bo- 
lievp the wording and tenor of tho document offered by tho Prosocution 
shows rather clearly what I personally thought of the suggestion, and 
also indicates that I wanted to avoid this for ny countries. As I re- 
netaber, nothing came of it at tho time. It was an attempt of the Par¬ 
ty authorities to let young non make a cheap trip abroad. 

Q. I believe we can &> on. There are some charges in connoction 
with the activity of the Rumanian dyestuffs agencies. Ploaso toll us 
wha.t was tho Rumanian Dyestuffs Agency? 

A. It was a firm called Rooenil. Its main office was in Bucharost, 
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and there were some branch offices in other parts of the country* 

Q. Please describe very briefly the structure of the firm and its 
functions. 

A. Roaanil, just like, the agencies in other Southeastern Coun¬ 
tries and Farben Agencies in general, had the Assignment of being a con¬ 
necting link between the plants and the sales headquarters in Germany 
end the customers throughout the »rld, and did what an agency normally 
does. It accepted orders, it sought out clients, it saw to it that the 
customers got the goods and the firm got the aonoy for the goods. Like 
agencies in other countries, it had considerable stores, with tvalue 
of millions of marks. One of the sales principles of Farbon was to 
keep supplies in all countries in the *>rld in order to serve the cus¬ 
tomers as quickly as possiblo. 

Roma nil had to present the interests of t he Seles iombir.a Chemi¬ 
cals, Agfa artificial silk end several other special products. There 
was a staff of technical men for the vrrious Sparton ettnehod to the 
Agency, specialists for chemical sales to advise the customers. An 
important thing for the field to which you are now going is perhaps 
that about 80 per cent of the personnel o/ our main office in Bucharest, 
for instance, were Rumanians, and only rbout 20 percent perhaps wore 
Germans. 

Q. Now there "cs a political ooveaent in Rumania, of a Frcist na¬ 
ture, called the Iron Guard; the head of this mvenent was Codroano. 

Did Rooanil, as the Prosecution trios to prove by offoring documents, 
3upport tho Iron Guard financially or in any other way? 

A. I was asked about this in October, 1946, in the control of¬ 
fice in Griesshein near Frankfurt. I was questioned by two Prosecu¬ 
tion officials. One was Mr.. Acton and I do not remember the name of 
the other gentloman. At that time I said when asked whether such sup¬ 
port was given, "to". I was told that there was no point in denying it, 

I was told that they had proof ind they just wanted to hoar from me 
that i admitted it. I said that I did not want to admit anything that 
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to the best of oy knowledge was not_Jtr*ue, and then the subject was 
dropped and something else was brought up. 

Q. Now the Prosecution has offered Exhibit 835, NI 1085 life Book 
U6, page 39, believing they will prove thereby that support wr.s given 
to the Iron Guard. May I ask you to describe the facts, and tell ue 
what you have to say about this? 

A. This document is a letter from Farben to tho Foreign Office, 
Attention Dr. Clodiu# who was the Referent Of tho Foreign Office for 
South-eastern Europe, of tho date of 5 August, 1938. Thore are various 
enclosures in this letter. These refer to newspaper articles. The let¬ 
ter of 5 August, 1938 to the Foreigh Office, would make a very good of¬ 
fset in a Kuglor Document Bock as a defensj document. What the Proso- 
cution wants to prove I hav«» not boen able to s«o because in this lot- 
tor wo are at raring the Foreign Office, and 2 quote from Page U of the 
last paragraph, until page 5 tho first paragraph cf tho German toxt of 
this document: 

"W« confirm, sfter a thorough investigation on tho spot* thst 
neithor wo oursolvos nor our agency, nor its chiof, paid to Codrcano or 
to the Iron Guard any funds by either tho aferomontiorod account or or- 
dored to be paid out of our other funds". The amounts onteros on this 
aforementioned account woro merely directly or indirectly usod in con¬ 
nection with our business activities. Further wo confirm that to our 
knowledge the objections raised ogainst Herr Koeffner - who was one of 
the Chiefs of ftooanil - by the discharged Jewish clerk concerning tho 
financial and moral aid given the Iron Guard, and the shelter given to 
its monitors, are not Justified, nor do we know at all whether individ¬ 
ual clerks of the Rooanil were members of tho Iron Gucrd." 

As this letter shows, the Foreign Office requested such a state¬ 
ment as a condition for our request idiich was to object to tho Rumanian 

Government through diplomatic channels, especially because the important 

% 

papers of the firm had bocn confiscated by the Rumanian authorities. If 
*e had paid, wo would not have played tag with the Foroign Office. Wo 
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would have been exposing ourselves to a very dangerous risk, namely that 
the Rumanian authorities, from the confiscated documents or froTwitnos- 
ses, would have proof that such payments had been made and the Foreign 
Office would have been in a very difficult position, and would have 
held us responsible. 
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Q. Now there ero various'tadosures: with this docunent »*iich 
speak very positively about such support. Will you please comment brief¬ 
ly on these enclosures? 

A*. I can't cake it very brief becauso I really want to make this 
incident quite clear. To do Justice to tho enclosed material, one must 
remember, first of all, tho circumstances in Rumania in general, the 
specific events in the /Roaanil" at that period, and third the general 
political situation, . If I may begin with No. 1, everyone who knows 
Rumania knows that it is a boautirul, rich and lovely country, but it 
is a country of surprises and sensations. Difficulties in contact with 
authorities could coco up over night, and sometimes one oould not avoid 
the impression that the source of the difficulties not only wanted a 
factual explanation but wanted things to be pleasantly arranged. I will 
give a briof example of what I mean. In approximately 1943, tho Ruman¬ 
ian Finance Ministry, Ministry of Economics, and tho Ministry of Jus¬ 
tice sued Farben.. Far bon wjuld have had to mako retroactive paymonts 
for taxes, duties, and other mattors to a total of about ton million 
marks. Dr. Kuepper, who has already boon in this courtroom, and I wore 
given the assignment at that timo for all tho Perbon and for all tho 
aalos combinos to nogotiato with tho Rumanian authorities and try to 
sottlo the matter. That was done, and after rather long negotiations, 
wo had for official payments and for unofficial paymonts a total of 
about 600,000 narks. That was still quite a lot of monoy, and in our 
opinion, unjustified, but that is the way things were in that country. 

Now the second point in tho conflict among tho political parties 
of Rumania, anti-Scnitiso played a rather important role. Not .only was 
Farben attacked in Germany by tho Party because of its personnel pol¬ 
icy but also in Rumania by the Rumanians. I may refer to tho document, 
Kugler 7, which has Just been introduced. This consists of a newspaper 
article from a Rumanian newspaper at the end of 1936. This article says 
that a. certain Frederick Schaeffer continues to be one of tho heads of 

"Roman 11." it says that Schaeffer is related with tho communist 
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politician,. Anna P auk or, living in Moscow. That was his sister-in-law. 
In 1938, two years after this newspaper article was published, we sev¬ 
ered our relations with Ur. Schaeffer on a friendly basis. He was giv¬ 
en a retainer and a pension and was able to go to Franco with his fara- 
ily. Schaeffer's departure in 1938—that is the year when w> aro sup¬ 
posed to have supported the Iron Guard—oedo quite o disturbance. The 
sister-in-law, Anna Pauker, has for the last six nonths been foreigh 
minister of Rumania. I hope that tho prosecution after ray having des¬ 
cribed these circumstances will not suspect that I supported some 
other political parties in Rumania too. 

In tho third place, ono must considor that In 1938, in tho en¬ 


tire Balkans, there was groat nervousness. In March 1938, there was 
tho Anschluss in Austria# Shortly after that, tho Goroan-Czech ten¬ 


sion begsn. In tho course of theao developments, tho Iron Guard was 


active In Rumania, and there was reaction of tho other Rumanian par¬ 
ti os. Simultaneously, there was increased ectivity of tho so-callod 
boycott movement against Gercvny and against Gorman goods. Farbon, 
as tho groetost exporting firm of Germany, was a welcome targot for 
this boycott movement. They shot at Prrbcn and wanted to hit rt Na¬ 


tional Socialism and its economic interests. From this wholo ntmo 


phere, thoro resulted tho malicious rumor of tho support of tho Iron 
Guard a.s to whoro it originatod. Who was bo hind it, wo novor really 
found out. h'c mo roly had to deal with tho unploasant consequences. 
Q.. And ihst finally happonod to this law suit? 


A. It wes stopped. Rocanil got its files back. His Majesty, tho 
Kind, was satisfied. Ho is especially mentioned in the enclosures hefo 
Ono of the dofonse counsel, who is not horo today, talked to tho King's 
lawyer in Constanza, I believe, and made it clear to him that we wore 
nice, harmless peoplo, end decent international pe.pors printed denials. 
Unfortunately, it was not possible to get excerpts from .these papers in 
time, but an indication is given in the material which the prosecution 
turned over to the defense before tho beginning of the trial. This 
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included the call conference minutes in Berlin, No, 132 of 10 January 
1939. That is Document HI-5759, where it says under Wo. VIII, 2, and 
I quote: "UNESCO Affairs The Neue Ziericher Zeitung has printed a 
correction of the wrong report oade at that tine." 

Q. I believe we can leave this subject now. I should merely like 
to offer one noro document in this connection which is ay Document 23. 

I offer it as Exhibit 2 k. It is an affidavit of the former employee of . 
the logal d epartmont of Par ben in Frankfurt, von Rospatt. I should like 
to quote merely one sentence from this affidavit} "I found that the 
suspicion by the Rumanian authorities was in no way substantiated," 

Mr. KUgler, tho prosecution deals with the contributions made by Frrbon. 
Since you wero not on tho Vorstand, we need not go into this. Becauso 
of your work in 1938 in Chechoslovakia, I should merely like to ask 
you: did you have anything to do with the approval of tho contribution 
of 100,000 marks by tho Stadoten Gorman Roliof projoct? 

A. No, that was not under my Jurisdiction. 

Q. Did you hear about it afterwards? 

A. Yes, I did. I cannot toll you the oxact dato. 

Q. Did you hear anything in the courso of your work which indi¬ 
cates the purpose of this contribution? 

A, No. I was convincod that it was for jiuroly charitablo pur¬ 
poses; that is, that it was to holp out the refugees in thoir distress; 
that in those weeks and months, many Sudeten Germans fled'to Germany, 

I had not only read in tho newspapers but I had more direct evidonco of 
that. 

Q. You are referring to e letter which you received at the timo? 

A.- Yes, Document 27. 

Q. This letter which confirms what ay client has Just said is my 
Document 27 from Document Book II, which I offer as Exhibit 25. Ur. 
Kugler, it is said in the indictment that directly on the hoels of the 
invsding German armies, there followed tho functionaries of Farben. In 
the fall of 1938, you wont to Aussig. Do you hove anything to say about 
your work at Aussig? 
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A i don't know whether I am supposed to be directly 
effected by this presage In the indictment. In the 
event that it does refer to ny work at that time, I should 
merely like to say that even If I hpd taken over such a 
position on behalf of the RWM, I considered it ray duty to 
6ee to it that there would be no lnterregunm between the 
occupation and uy arrival. It would have been difficult to 
Justify myself If I had arrived a voek or ten days later, 
pnd If in the meantimo in tho two plants or the throo mines 
some oraorgcncy had arlson. Thero were about 4,000 peoole 
employed in the factories and mines. The purpose of the 
Commissariat was to preserve the jobs of these people and 
to prevent any fanatical conditions which might hrve been 
precedod. 

4 I shall come ock to your work as Commissar at 
Ausslg later. I should now llko to speak to you about tho 
situation before that time. The prosecution has offerod 
tho minutes of a nesting In Borlln on tho 17 of May 1938, whon 
the hand of the Crochoslovaklan dye stuffs agoncy, Mr. 

Soabohm was presont. These minutes were offered as Exhibit 
833, Book 46, Pago 29. A nothor Prosecution Exhibit 1612, Book 

I 

46, Page 93A has reference to this previous exhibit I 
have Just mentioned. You were not present at thisraoctlng, 
out since Mr. Seebohm was head of this spies company In 
Czechoslovakia and consequently subordinate to you, I should 
like to ask you briefly to cor.raent on this. 

A The prosecution obviously attached great importance 
to those minutes of the meeting of 17 Hay 1938. This 
meeting has been brought Into connection with evonts and 
dates, and as I understand It, tho prosecution sees therein 
proof of participation In planning of aggressive action. 

In General Taylor's opening ststenent for the prosecution, 

Page 113 of the German text, he emphasized that I was present 
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this meeting. You have already said that I was not- 
prescnt; that this Is a ce^e of confusion of names. 

MR. 3PR2CHER; Just so ther9 Is no mistake; I think 
tho prosecution has made its position on thnt point cloar. 

'ie did initally make a mistake because of the umlaut 

over another gentleman's name, who is Kuegler and not Kuglor. 

THE PRESIDENT; Yes. * 

THE WITNESS; In order to realize how significant 
or Insignificant these minutes of the mooting of the 17th 
of May 1938 are, one oust oonslder first of nil, tho tension 
in Germnn-Czochoslovaklan rolat'ons, which did not start 
In 1938 but several years oofore thnt, end the situation 
which rosulted from this tension for tho German agoncles In¬ 
cluding tho Tofa in Relchenberg, Mr. Saeoohm, who was 
mentioned in those minutes, was tho head ox this Tofa firm 
in Rolchcnborg, the dye stuffs sales organization of 
Farben in Czechoslovakia. One must also consider tho diffi¬ 
culties under whloh tho Tefa was laboring at tho tlmo in 
relation with the Reich and the Party agenolos. Third, nt 
thnt time tho Party policy with roepeot to the employment of 
non-Aryans wr.s being intensified, and this was having- its 
effect in foreign branches of German firms. One must espec¬ 
ially point out the consequences in A us tria. Me will cone 
oack to them later. Finally, the situation in Czechoslovakia 
in May 1938 must also oe considered. I may porhaps explain 
the four points. As a rosult of the political tension 
between Germany and Czechoslovakia, the Czech Government — 

1 believe it was in 1936 or the beginning of 1937 — passed 
a so-called State Defense Law. The law was obviously directed 
"gainst Germany. According to this law. certain j>nternrlaes 1 


•» 


27 A .-il 1948-*A-MsD-19-3-0eylord (von3chon) 

Court VI, Case VI 

in the law. Tefa was declared sycfa an "M" enterprise. 

For such enterprises, there were very important restrictions 
on general business and personnel. That affected especially 
foreigners; in our case, Germans. The danger to Tefa through 
this law was so great that in 1937 — I believe it was 
1937 — we wore obliged at a cartel meeting to ask the 
p rager Vereln with the Prague Government to help us — or 
rather tho Tefa — and this wa© done, and conditions wore some¬ 
what alleviated. But tho whole organisation of Tefa was, so 
to speak, sitting on a ball of gun powder. This w«s tho 
occasion for a certain norvousnoss in Tofax. ^hero was 
something olsc too. Not only did the Czech authorities 
consider Tofn as undor suspicion, but also the German Party 
officers did, because 7?fa or Farbon kept old employees 
who fell undor tho so-called Nurnoerg Lews and because the 
Tefa, as a corporation undor Czeoh law, had to bo careful 
and obsorvo tho laws of the country, oocause the manage¬ 
ment of Tefa had only ono dosiro, which wrs to conduct its 
business and be loft in peace. It was considered in Party 
circles, as tho expression was: a lloerallstlc oasis and 
politically unreliable. It went eo far that the German 
counsul-gonoral in Reichon'oerg in 1937, when a complaint 
was fulled by a Sudenten German, sent a lotter to the 
Frankfurt Gauleiter with his official soal and told the 
Gauloiter in writing that all theso accusations were corroct. 
The former Sudoten German delegato in tho OzechoSlovakian 
Parliament, a Professor Jung, wrote to the Frankfurt 
G< ulelter about the sane nrtcor and said in his letter 
that it was tine to air out such places once and for all. 
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Q. You have referred to documents wnich I should like to in¬ 
troduce. I should like to do so non. Po cua on t 2h I offer as Exhibit 
26. This is an affidavit of this Ur, Soobo’ui about the conference 
of 17 toy 1933. to uses the word "dilettantism" in connection with 
this conforonco tiiich I believe needs no explanation. As Exhibit 27 
I offer Document 25. That is this letter Which has just been mentioned 
froia a cortain it. Kotschwar to the Gauleiter of the Party in Frank¬ 
furt in tho yoar 1937. The. next docuaont y 26 I offer as Exhibit 
28. That is tills lotter of Professor Yung. 

it, ICuglcr, now that ire have brought thoso documents to the 

• 

attention of tho Tribunal, pleaso toll us what you can about these 
incidents. 

A. Boforo I go into points 3 and h if.iich I mentioned earlior, 

I should Ulco to make ono proliuinary roanrk. In ono of the documonts 
that you have just introduced there is a taa&ritton note by Gauloitor 
Sprengor on tho original. An adjutant ‘lugol is written to. Sinco 
thoro havo boon souo raistakos boro, nan's name is Kugol, not 
Xuglor. That is soaobocy olso. 

Tho so doouuonto just introduced aro dated at tho boginning of 
1937. It lias, alroady boon said that in tho yoar 1937 tho policy 
of tho Party with rospoct to the employment of non-Aryans in foreign 

agoncios had boon intensified. Ur. Mann has introduced some docujvonts 

% • 

on this subject, especially an article about tho speech of Goering. 

I boliovo it is Document Mann J286, Exhibit 70. In Czechoslovakia 
and in Austria and in other countrios too. Farbon continued its 
previous personnel policy. In torch 193G, after the occupation of 
Austria, that led to the events already described in this rocm, namely 
that at tho end of April or beginning of liay 1936> the new Austrian 
authorities in Vienna appointed cccnisSaro for all Far ben enterprises 
in Austria, including the Vienna salos organization which was under 
ne. Ur. Sooboha know that I had gone to Vienna at the beginning of 
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* 

Hay in ordor to investigate this situation, together with some other 
nan, and to clear it up. Finally, in tho fourth place, thero was 

the consideration that the situation in Czechoslovakia at that tiraa - 

* • 

that is, in tho spring cf 1938 - was »~ry alarming. Konrad Henlcin, 
vrtio later bocano Gauleiter of tho Sudeten G a u, on the 2 bth of April 
1938 in Karlsbad in Czechoslovakia, mado a spo-ch which caused groat 

norvousnoss in tho whole country and tho result was that on tho 21 st 

* • • 

of May 1938, Czechoslovakia for tho first tirao mobilized against 
Germany and saw tho danger of war on tho horisonfor tho first tirao. 

In this atnoaphero as doscribod in points 1 to U, Mr. Soobohm came to 
Berlin in Uay. Tho immediate occasion for his trip, as far as I recall, 
was negotiations with tho HTO, tho export »*ocotion dopartmont of ?ofi 
and tho Agfa rayon salos, I boliovo. Ho sto!m about tho general 
situation with to. Frank-Fahlo who was a slack) goto nervous than to. 
Scoboha, and togotiwr with Ur. Soobohn ho cjcidod that something oust 
bo do no to do socotliing at tho last uinuto. Tiiat iras tho background 
of this occti-ig of 17 Hay 1938. Whan I got beck from a trip and rood 
thoso ninutos I had a discussion with to. Fronk-Fahlo and Ur. Soobolm, 
Q. 1 /hat do you moan? 

A. I rcproachod thoso two non bocauso, for territory - that is 
Czechoslovaks - for which I had to roprosont tho greatest salos 
volume in Czechoslovakia and for an organisation - namoly 7EFA- for 
which I wap rosponsiblo, thoy had hold a confcronco furing ny absonco 
and without ay loiowlodgo, ovon with good intentions and under tho 
inprossion that thero was a ncod for haste. If I had foreseen events 
ton years later I would have boon more energetic in ay disputo with 
Borlin about jurisdiction and I wculd have demanded that the minutes 
bo rocallcd. 

# a 

Q. to. Kuglcr, what did you yourself, as head of tho sales for 

* 0 

Czechoslovakia, do in the following months with rospoct to your salos 
interest in Czechoslovakia? 

* 
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A. As head of the dye stuffs sales business of Farben to 
Czechoslovakia I was, of courso, impressed by what had been discussed 
publicly in tho Goraon and foreign pross. I was responsible for 
considerable property of Farbon. The dye stuffs txisinoss of Farben 
in Czechoslovakia in good years amounted to about twenty million 
carks a year, and at that time when the clarossicn had had its offoct, 
tho businoss was still over ton mi lli on uarla a yoar. There woro 
outstanding accounts and supplies of goods. I took steps to liqui¬ 
date tho aocounts and wo sot up stock pilos along tho border to provont 
thoso in Czechoslovakia bocoaing larger. In short, I did what ono 
would naturally oxpeot a careful businoss nan to do in such tioos, 

Thoso woro measures which I had nissod in this record of 17 May. 

Q. it. Kuglcr, I boliovo wo can lcovo tills mooting now. Thoro's 

Just ono tiling I would liko to spoak about. At that tima tho Void 

• • 

of Farbon nado a ropxt on Czodialovalria. T*.io prosocution says thoroln 
is proof that tho important m cm know about tho allogod intentions of 
tho government. 

A. Quito generally spooking, I am convinced that Vowi know no 
aoro than I uyoolf, what was published in tho papers at homo and 
abroad and what was publicly discussod. As for this report, I assure 
tho proseoution noons Exhibit 10t*2, HI 101*08,. Book 51, pago 98 of tho 

i 

English. This is a so-callce description of tho fire of tho Prager 
Voroin. I liavo tried to got a copy of tho ©concede handbook Konpass. 
This is a reference book for South-eastern European industrial firms. 
Unfortunately I was not ablo to get it in tire. If it were availablo 
one would find that this Vowi report corresponds fairly accurately 
with the information in the Kcopass and was simply copied. At that 
tire another report was put out by Vexd, an article dealing with 
Chemical cconoqy in Czechoslovakia. This is Report 29/17 of Juno or 
July 1928, an excerpt of which will be introduced as Xuglor Document 
56. This document shows tho theoretical and academical character of 
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another type of Voui work. Vowi, as a scientific institute of a big 
industrial enterprise, tried to prove its officioncy by folio:ring 
the news of tho day and on its own initiative asking such reports, 
but it would not bo correct to soc behind such reports considerations 
of business policy or orders froa tho aonrgcijcnt, 

THE HZESZSBTTs Counsel, it is for rocess. 

( A recess was takon.) 

> # 
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7ES i-A H S HA L: The Tribunal la again in session, 

3Y LR. E1HZS: 

v *“■. K*gl«r, va Just talked about a few drafts prepared by the Vowi. 

I don't want to go into Count 2 of the indlctnent but I consider it exnedient 
in that connection to ask you this. The prosecution contends in Paragraph 
96 of the indlctnent that ?arben had 7arben had integrated the Czechoslova¬ 
kian chenical industry in its own organization. Can you say anything about 
this in regard, particularly to the VOfc*I? 

A. This is en incorrect deacrintlon of the significance of the nlnnt 
Auesig-Folkenau within the scope of the Czechoslavnkian overall chenical 
industry. The nunber of people employed in the Cxechoelrvakian chenical 
industry in 1936 fluctuated between 40 and 45 thousand popple. That is 
going to be shown ty Docucent Bo. 56 that ve are going to introduce. The 
nunber of ecnltyeeo working in Aus ig-Falkencu was n little nore than 
4 thousand people. w ith the nunber if employees, the Aussig 

f alkenau plant constituted anur minutely 10J» of the Czechoslovakian entire 
chenical industry. 

Another nethod of n ensuring this would be the turnover of the chenical 
industry. That turnover of the choc id nl industry In Czechoslovakia in the 
narrow sense onountod to aporoxinately 1.5 or 1.6 billion Czech crowns. 

-he turnover of Auosig-Falkonim without the turnover of .-olend anounted to 
annroxinntely 300 million Czech cro»*e. ’’e shall deal with thrt figure 
later. 

These 3X> nillions couoared in proportion to the 1.5 or 1.6 billion 
overall turnover constitute aooroxlnntely 20 fr. ’hen one r-.ekes these 

• 

C’-roarisons, one mist t*ke into consideration that Jarben took over only 

e 

one-half jf the two participations in Aussig-Falkenau and the Chenical 
Fabrik von Hayden took over the other half. I think that answers the nues- 
tion. 

<<. In Paragraph 76 of the indlctnent the prosecution egaln sneaks about 

the contribution of 100,000 narks for the Sudetan Gernan Belief orogran 
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and it call* this contribution as haring been given for tha financing 
af border incidents. Can you contribute any facts by reason of your oarti 
cular knowledge on tha conditions of tha oountryT 
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I air -ady stated baf-r* that I wa s firmly convinced and still 
cs c nvine»d t'day that this c ntributi n was mad* for pur*ly charitibia 
rias ns — that is f'r alleviating the distr -ss f the r:fugi*s. Th*r. 
w*r* r ifugaas — than was a great ao-unt 'f distress — and if the g-vsrn- 
s*nt es:d* cn eppv. 1 f r c ntributi ns thw it may hcv* pursued soa p litical 
purpose next t- th* raliif intmti n, f»r th* g»iral public was sh im a 
c.rtcin «o ra*ncy that existed and thus th* p» pi* w*r* sh wn d*arly that 
s mthing had t b* d n* in this emergency# On* killsd t»» birds with 
• m st n*, s t spv.k, f >r -n th* ••n* hand th* Stat* budget was n^t 
*ncucb r -d particularly by this r.cti n and n th* -th.r hand th* public 
was inf rmd and influ me -d in th* pr >p*r r ■sp«ct. I c naid >r th* ''pini n 
arr n* us, h wjv ir, that this ■ nay «s usd f r military purp-'8»s. First, 

. n 22 S *pt mb it 1930, th* dat, wh*n th. c ntributi n was mad., it would 
hav* b**vrcth*r let« to collect "T pr'cur. funds f«r such purp's-s f r 
th* cL sh s end th* e Id w r hr.d already start wi. But f-r th* r.st I want 
t*- say this. In his Reichstag sp.»ch In th* *arly da.ys of S*ptflnb-r 1939, 
oft«r th* t*-lish campaign had started, Hitler *xp\ain-*d t' th* ast nish <J 
and s*v.r«ly a£i <ct d O.raan pnpla thrt h* hbd put nintty milli n R*ich- 
o-rks int* r.'jucatnt, if I rasabr cnrictiy. »h*thr Mr. Hitler, in 
1938, want dt* stage b rd r incidents in th* Sud et »n-0 erman arc*, -r n «t I 
c/.n n >t say p sitiv .ly# I w n't assua* so. But if h* ha.d want -d t~ d~ 
this and if h* want'd t* do a-' than in vi rrr f such an sxpanditur* of billi ' 
of R-.ichm.rks, in ay '?ini n, h* c rtr.inly didn't hcv* t » r*ly 'n procuring 
on* hundred th usand svrks fr a industry in his c 11 toti n b~x. 

Q. I bilisv* w* c-.n li. vj this subj*ct matter n-w. I wa.nt t' 
discuss with y u th* subject matter entitled "Bar Ord-.r." I rsf «r to 
NI D'cumint 11252, Exhibit 1051 in B-* 51 n pag« 155 of th* English. 

»as this drrXt at tl^*, tin , pr jpnr*d up n -ffici^l r*qu*st? 

T «.. This can b* s s --n fr-n d cummts which th* pr.s*cuti n 
has submitt^ itS jlf. I particularly, rsf r t: th* invititi n "I 
Schnits\ ir f 2U June 15^0; to participate in th* Con^rcial Committ** 
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sting f ths 28 th and 29th Jun* 1S&>; HI U957, Exhibit 10l»9, Bv* 51 
.'n peg. 150 ths English, and t» the ninut -3 f this C'-ea-ircial 
Onaittu m ting. Hi 6295 , Exhibit 818, B k U5 *n peg, li *0 '{ ths English, 
f'r th* r»st, *-r. ^chlott u-jt, during his acaninati n in this c'urtr n, n 
26 and 27 Jrnurry 1948, mads umquivncal statin-nts ab- ut this qussti n. 

W. rih' c-llscttd ths d..te end wh • irtpertd ths dr.-ft that was pr*- 
3 snt >d t • ths sc n nic ministry by Prrbsn? 

A. V ry amy p»‘ple participatsd. This draft of 5 August 1940 
and vari us aupplsmnts th.t wars mads lct<r wire ths r-^ult of tsoow rk. 

Ths dir ct rr.t* sscrstari«s of ths v..ri*MS sails c-obinss partieijx t xi. Ths 
Vi'Ji «8 l.gcl dspertE^nts t-'-fc part. Ths salss dspartnsnts thunsslv-s 
int.r-st>d in particular passers hslpsd. Ths traffic dspsrtosnts participated 
f>r oust quieti ns, and s' • «. »11 -f thss* fficss ouggistsd and sub- 
nittid certain drafts that w*r» discuss id invari us os tings. Th«y wsr « 
iditid. Thty w «r» c mct*d by ths '7IP0 and finally what is n^w call wi ths 
K^Ord r plan, r Projist, rssultsd. 

<4. Did y u y ursslf hslp in ths drafting? 

«. I is. I was particularly e<ncsro*d with th* drafting rf ths dys- . 
stuffs pert, but I els' h sip id in c f iw pc j sag s -f ths gsn»ral part. 

<4. Did y u d that torn y ur on initintiv* r up'n instruct! ns. 

... Th* c- pirati-'n was c p;xt -f ajy <Xiti;s In ths dir.ct -rats 
deportoint f dy*-stuffs. In that r.sp*ct I participated as o r»sult rf 
dirsctiv tS. 

Q. Thm y u hilpid nly in a v.ry limit-d part '•£ ths so-calUd 
N*w Ord-r. «rt y u nsv;rth*l*ss in c positi n t'* give a errs gsn>ral surv*y 
ab ut th* natur* f this d cuaait? I think it w uld b ; helpful t« clr.rlfy 
a fiw assumpti ns f th* pr*> 5 icuti'n which havs n t yst besn rsfarrsd t«. 

A. Yss, I b*lisv* that I eight b-. f s ns help in that c-nnscti n. 

Q. On* g'nsrel qussti'n. «'nuld F.-rb a havs been abl* to svrda 
the rjquist f th* g'Vimnsnt that this cat rial b* fumishsd? 

a. In qy o^ini-.n, n *. In visw ths sxp-'s-.d position of Farbsn 
i-n utright r: fusel w uld havs c nstitutid eda nstrati^n and it w-nild hevs 
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had all sorts of c nsjqusncas. To ixp ss n*s s-lf to such c-ns*qu*noos 
BJJOJd f littls valus r n"t rjcccnsndabl* at ths tine, at lsast. Bat 
quit* apart fr n that, n* had t-> ask -ns silf wh;thsr, in cas* Farbsn 
kept ut f this c mplstsly, ths danger w-uld n t hav, aris ai that ixojSbis 
and n ns nsi w uld'hr.v, bssn incorporated in such plans and projects fr m 
third sartiis. In r gcrd t» thi criticisn f ths Rsich Ministry of Fc n nics 
abut suge>sti ns ncdrby th.r pirs ns r ag ncisa, for instancs th» D ©un*nb 
of th* pr- sicuti n NI (955 1 Exhibit 1053, B St 51, pagi 208 of th* English 
hilps in undirstanding this. That is a lit Ur >f Mr. v n Schnitzlsr t ths 
Conan«rcial C- araittss df.t*d 22 Oct^b-r 19^0 cb ut th* r «suit of a c-nf *r-*ncs 
with th* R<ich Ministry «‘f sc tv-sics ts Dr. kulirt. I qu*t»: "It is 
iridvnt that our pr grm f.-*r Franc* was rcdvd v.ry favTCbly by th* 
official -nciis. It was n t a • nuch that this pr gran w*uld now hav* t < bs 
that f th* g v-msnnt too, but th,y r*C'gniz*d that ca-ng th* c nfus .d moss 1 
sug jsti m fr o thi R«ich and scon'sdc gr ups, Chanb»rs of C-ramrci, end 
so n, it wts ns f ths v.ry f jw d.cunsnts which gav> th* Raich Ministry 
of Ec n ales cliarly f nsulat A and nil th ught ut proposals for practice!, 
purposis." 

Q. I u Just spoka ab'ut «cass -s which ym f>ar*d that third parti is 
or 'th-r cg.ncijs Bright p.»rp*trat., end with that y -u gav» th* rao-n why 
Farbin perticipfcted in this draft. *jj y u f ths opini'ti that Fe.rbai 
kept within r»cs nabls circuits. 

v.. I w-uld say that th* sug. sti ns nadj by Farb-n, as far as I an 
in a p-niti n t • Judgs, w*r« n*ith.r of an sxcsssivi natur, nT w ri thsy 
abs lut >ly unr f. s nabls fr-'n an sc -n nic p int f vijw. «.s far as *ni can 
start by applying tw^ diff .r wit yardsticks f r criticisn fr- a ths so-cellKl 
general part of th* draft of 3 ..ugust 19^0, tw^ basic o tiv,s cris». First 
ths Eur 'p £n rd<r in the chanical fisld was to b* crrangxl in such a 
acnrnr that ths b-st ^'ssibl* product in bi achisv=d, thich wuld giv, ths 
pr sr squisit t f r an inersass in ths living standard of all participating 
c* untriss. Ssc ndly, I qu- ts fr'-n peg. Uja • f ths G.rman tsxt: "It will 
no d ubt bs isq>-ssibls to r*suas wh-rj ws l-.ft ff at ths -utbr^ak of th3 
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■-rid Waxv^Jfalthtr can v, rduca V> its Ti^incl stata tha ac<nmi<? 
dev4ofo»t which, in tha last tw-aity yaars, has takan placs in tha vcri us 
cuntrias 't cr as t tha datrinmt of G-.naary. It will ba nacassary, thir*- 
for,, t- a cirtain axt nt, to accapt tha d.-tiri >ri.tir>n «>f tha G-man positi n 
in c naaris n with 1911* as bdng irreparcbla." T'gathar with this passes -na 
sust unda-stend tha r.nark in tha accapaiying 1 attar to Sehlott.ra* vhira 
it is stct d und r perngrcph 1, sub-s cti n B, Ti raguleta tha prMuctiv* 
fnrcfs f this sphiri accordingly by*planning retinal utilitetin of tha 
(Xisting prducti n fccilitias end to adjust thss to tha jr^s mt r'aquir wants 
and t ’ f tjs»j abla r >quir joints of tha futur ’ in such a nannx that particu¬ 
larly mi snanag joint of cvailebla oanp^r , r awi capital aiy bt cv'idad." I 
za pira nelly t * s nt »xt nt r-s,} nsibla f r thi inc'Tporcti n of thast trio 

Praseg .8. 


•V 
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Q.- Can you toll cc at you moant by those verds, "mismanagement of 
available manpower and capital"? 

A.- Tho now plan touches upon the entire problem of the European eco¬ 
nomic history betwen the end of tho First Torld Tar and tho beginning 
of tho Socond To rid Tar. This period of approximately 20 years, was cha¬ 
racterized in Europo by an over-increasing turning awry from tho princi¬ 
ple of tho free cxchhngo of commodities; whereas in tho courso of tho 

development of technical trade cceouni cat ions, tho world moved closor 

• # 

together during tho past decade, tho European countries, from an economic 

political standpoint moved further awry. Goods and human beings too did 

not circulato moro quickly or more easily thrn could bo cxpoctod fron tho 

progress of nirpleno and radio. In regard to whatevor tho technical 

# 

achievements holpod to ovorcooo in tho obstacles of timo and spoco, was 

mrdo null and void by nowly erected tredo barriers. In tho courso of thoso 

developments, vory many now plants were industrialized. In tho bad senso 
# 

of tho word, hunan beings and capital woro mismanaged from an economic 

s 

point of view, and the yiold of tho European oconoqy was docroasod to 
the detriment of tho oxchnngo of conaoditics, and tho standard of living. 

Tho causos for this development cannot bo brought to a coanon deno¬ 
minator. During tho years up to 1929-30, they woro different causos than 
aftor 1930, in connection with tho international economic depression that 

• 4 

started at that timo. Tho effect of tho development on tho wholo, however, 

took tho snoo trend. That I cm saying horo may not bo plausible to Amo- 

• • 

rican cars, and it nay sound somewhat strango to than. Perhpas I can mako 
this more understandable if I uso a somewhat rought example. 

If s exec body in the State of Texas had suddenly gotten an idee to say, 
"Up to now wo have used automobiles manufactured in Dotroit." I boliovo 
thet is in Michigan. "Thy shouldn't we now build our own autonobilos. 

Let's close tho border of Texas and produce our oun automobilos in tho 
future." 
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♦ '1 

Tho Sena to or tho Houso of ReprosontatiVus would at least shako 
their heads about such an idea, but within tho circlo of sovereign statos 

0 0 

in Europe, for 20 years, in principle the sane thing was done and this 

nonsense was called, "Trade Policy". Such conditions wo had in mind vtoon 

wo pointed out to tho r.voidanco of now oismrncgancnt of manpower and cap- 
# * 

itol, and this was also meant whan for instance on page 23, of tho German 

0 0 

text, it is stabod in record to France, and I quo to: 

"As a mattor of basic principlo, therefore, wo aro of tho opinion 

that tho French Chemical Industry should rota in its own existence in tho 
0 

coming Now Ordor, but that tho artificial barriers which faavo boon oroctod 
against Gomin import by noons of excess Import dutios, quotas and tho 
liko, should bo removed. It will bo likcwlso noccssary to base oursolvos 

on tho proniso that in gonoral, oxports of tho French Chemical Industry 

0 

should bo maintained only by way of oxoeption, and in so far as thoy had 
already, ordinarily been established. That is prior to tho boginning of 
tho world oconocdc crisis." 

Q.- Aro tho suggestions for tho regulations of oust cos and imports 
bosod on such considerations? 

m 0 * 

A.- On priiKiplo, of course, arrangemonts of customs, dutios and 

imports wore tho instrument of this mismanagement of tho industrial policy. 

In tho caso of ono or tho othor suggestion contcinod in tho appendices of 

this document ono might contend that ono sort of protection is abolishod 

0 

to bo replaced only by somethin also of a Gorman nature, but a von if 

ono was able to find such an oxnnplc, at first one oust understand this: 

Tho final clarity as to whether or not such a crisis is corroct in an in- 
0 

dividual ease, could only bo gainod if ono investigated how tho trado 
policy and the customs regulations would affect tho country concornod and 
tho products concerned in tho course of tho two decades, One would havo to 
know what that particular department ohief who cade tho suggestion thought 
ifcon ho made tho suggestion on tho basis of his dctrilod knowledge; of 
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the circumstances. 

It was impossible either for mo or for cy dyestuffs field or othor 

• 0 

fields, in viow of all of the limitations of time, and tochnical diffi- 

# 

cultics, and in viow of the completely displaced staff of collaborators 
0 

at tho time, to check oach particular item of customs end imports suggest- 

• • 

ions, to reconstruct and to find the reasons for thorn, what have boon 
tho cotijrating factors in each case. 

0 

In ny opinion it is decisive at any rate, that ono can dotoct tho 

• 0 

basic idea from this plant. Thoso suggestions, by tho way, wore only bases 

for tho suggestions and rogotiations to be conductod with tho countrios 

concorncd. Still today wo arc at tho stago whoro suggestions only aro 

# 

cr.do for alleviating tho economic difficulties, end for ovory plan thoro 
0 0 

is ft criticism, and tho criticism runs tho dang or of going wrong, if in- 

• 0 

dividual dotails aro taken out from tho contonts, and if tho underlying 
aotivo is not takon into account sufficiently. 

Q.- Tfns this plan purely economic? 

• 0 

At ono point, - I do not romembor tho passago, - somo military aspocts 

aro mentioned. Con you coezaont on that? 

A.- I want to explain what I understand by it. Farbon has boon chargod 

also in this room that in viow of its international relations, and in 

0 

viow of its attitudo for international cooporation, Farbon was not com¬ 
pletely reliable in tho sense of tho regime at tho time. In ny opinion 

• 0 

that roforenco, so to spook, was to be a precaution that tho draft might 

0 

possibly bo oveluated, or not be given tho proper valuo in viow of such 
cricitism. I conclude that particularly free tho fact that this enphasis 

0 

on tho military economic aspects, was brought in connection with tho 

0 0 

pcssago of cartels, licenses, exchange of experience and so on. Thoso 
particular points from *ich tho ill repute of Farbon emanated. 

Next to this intentional precaution it is of courso that all moasurcs 
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• 0 
had to bo in compliance with the regulations of this state, demanded under 

tho general subject matter of Security. 

Q.- Ono point soens to nood moro explanation in that connection. 

That is tho opinion that has boon pro son ted hero that this plan rejected 

0 

T-hat Farbon had been preparing for a long time, and had been endeavoring 

for a long time to accomplish. Plcaso consent on that briofly. 

• 0 • 

A.- In answering your question, for instance, I want to refor to 

0 0 

tho Conrrercial Cocmittoo minutos of tho 27th of liry, 1940, which tho Pro- 
socution of fores as MI-5951, Bchibit 931, in Book 49, on pago 153* I do 

not know if this is tho English or tho Goman page. This sooting is tho 

r • 

ono that took plcco of tor tho occupation of Do mark and Norway, and after 
tho conclusion of tho war with Belgium and Holland, which took place at 
approximately tho middle of tho French campaign# Tho objoctivo reed or of 
tuch minutos can in qy opinion not got an impression that conspirators 
aro taking cognizanco of a situation which ccant a long awaited realiza¬ 
tion of thoir plans. Fran this record ono can soo that ono was confrontod 

0 

with an unexpected situation, with unexpected problems and that go re rally 
ono was surprised. 
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Q* What you have said at the «d, does that also apply to the ex¬ 
pression or the conception of n &*ossraun?" 

.U Absolutely* As far as I could judge that fron ay activity 
within the seles contone dye-stuffs, nobody in Farben endeavored to cro- 
ete a political "Grossraum"—a large sphere of interest. The idea of 
an economic "Grossraum" in Europe in the sense of the ideas of Kutton- 
hofon-Kallergi, I considered reasonable already 20 years ago and I con¬ 
sider it acre significant than ever today. Free the emergency at the 
tine as it developed in the econonic crisis free the 1930's on, Farben 
took up the idea of a large iphere of interest in economics; for in¬ 
stance, in the trade political collaboration with tho southeast Euro¬ 
pean countries. None of the countries participating fared ill in that 
connection. The war, of course, and its results destroyed everything. 

If Europe is to recuperate, one will have to find now forms, quite apart 
«nd irrespective of tho leader, end one is looking for such a loador at 
proaent. 

<• iir. Kuglor, it is contended that it was Farben's aim to inte¬ 
grate into its own business all of tho chemical industry of Europo. 

Did you have such ideas rtien you drafted this paper? 

A. That is completely erroneous in qy opinion. From tho perspec¬ 
tive of my field of work, nobody thought of such a thing. What hod boon 
provided for tho immediate future was causod by the events of tho war. 

If one accepts tho concept of the prosocution of tho word "long-rongo 
aim," then it was the aim to create a reasonable order in tho oconomic 
relations with other countries and to achieve the boot possiblo produc¬ 
tion conditions in &iropo. The plan in its basic attitude on tho basis 
of the conditions that applied at the time or that could be expected, 
tried in the sector of chemistry to contribute suggestions for the dis¬ 
jointed system of the international exchange of cosnidities, just as 
today solutions are still being looked for. 

Q. In conclusion of the examination about this subject, I want to 
*sk you this: in the indie tom t it is stated that it was endeavored to 
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gain sovereignty over the chemical Industry of the United States. At 
another place of the presentation of the evidence by the prosocution, 

I find that even ailitary aonsidefptlonsi particularly in connection 
with Latin .’merica, were decisive. May I ask you to coment on that 
Also vory briefly? 

A; In ay opinion, this is just as incorrect* Sovereignty over 
the chcaical industry of the United States was never and nowhore orv- 
dcavorod or approved or oven only considered possible in this plan. 

In respect to tho United States, it was pointed out that tho economic 
potential in the United States in this war — at that tine the United 
States had not yet entorod the war—that this economic potential had 
increased. It was stated that it would need tho entire and conjointed 
effort of Europe in order to securo tho oconocdc position in a later 
economic competition with the Unitod States—tho ocononic and poacoful 
competition with the United States which was necessary for tho main- ' 
tenance or the improvement of tho living standard of Europo. Tho es¬ 
timation of the retio of ocononic powora ox pro a sod in this plan of tho 
largo producor countrios was basically correct. Tho reference was also 
correct to the economic deterioration of Englrnd'a position, quito 
Apart from tho result of tho war. Tho furthor course of tho war and tho 
ontry of tho United States into the war Justified and in a vory moving 
wnner provod tho correctness of tho attitude that was exprossod at tho 
time in the acnao that Europe not only would hevo a difficult position 
towards tho economic potential of tho United States but also that today 
Europe can live only with tho assistance and support of tho Unitod 
States, 

> 

Q. /bout this subject, I have nothing further that noods clarifi¬ 
cation. I want to go on and-turn to the events which took place in 
Austria in the spring of 1938. In the opening statement, the prosecu¬ 
tion mentioned that in May of 1938 you had be on in Austria and that you 
***** Waited Soyss-Inquardt in view of the acquisition of Skoda-Wetzler. 

A. That is incorrect. I was neither concerned with the 
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acquisition of Skoda-Wotzler nor do I know Mr. Seyss-Inquardt. It is 

correct that in May of 1938 I was in Vienna together with a few other 

# 

gentlemen in order to remove the difficulties of the dye-stuffs field 
that arose at the tine. The difficulties hrve been nentioned ropeatud- 
ly: it was the appointment of coedssars by tho .uistrian Government 
agencies for all Farben participations and enterprises in histrie. In 
these conferences, it was qy task to remove the difficulties of “Detag" 
—that was the dye-stuffs agency in Vienna, What I did at too tin*, 
with whom I talked, and *iat I caused to bo done. I have testified to 
in a vory dotailed interrogation itor. I made statements to Mr. Rudolf 
of the prosecution at tno end of April or the beginning cf lay 1947, 

It was sot down on paper, and that record is available, and the record 
confirms what .▼ a t.ated hero in all parts; 

<*' 11 - understood you oorrectly, you wort- in Austrx* merely to 
safeguard the intarosw of the salt of dj^-atuffs, is that right? 

A. lo a. 

Q. Did Skoda-nfctzlor manufacture dye-etuffa? 

L, No. 

Q. In connection with Austria, you arc mentioned at aoothor place. 
I refer to prosecution's document NI-2547, Exhibit 1095, in Book 53 on 
Pfge 19. There aro two file notes of Dr. Fischor about conferences 
with Director-General Phillipo of tho Dynadt-Nobol, JUG , Pressburg. 0no 
of tho memoranda deals with the resignation of the nanagor up to that 
tine. The second memorandum doal3 with thn ccuoarcial questions re¬ 
garding various products. This latter ocacrandua boars your name on 
the distribution list. I ask you to please coccent on this latter memo¬ 
randum and to toll us at the same time whether you had anything to do 
with the other questions that' were mentioned. 
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I received the second eecorandun mentioned by you. It dealt 
*ith products that were manufactured by the plants of Aussig-Falkenauj 
Vihen this memorandum was written I was the cozcisser of Aussig-Falken- 
au, and in that capacity, that necorrndua wes sent to mo. It deals 
with the settlocent of details that are not of any interest here. 

Q. Then I understand you to mean that you had nothing to do with 
the other memorandum and particularly with the questions of the resig¬ 
nation of the then nanegeount of Dynaait-Nobel A.G.,Prossburg? • 

• • 

A. That is correct. The other documents were addrossed to the 
South-eastern European Coaaittee of which I was not a nenbor at Iho 
time. 

0 . I now turn to tho Aussig-Falkonau problem. First of all, I 
want to deal with the questions which ariso from your position as con>- 
aissar of these two plants. Plorso describo tho eircuastencos undor 
which you were approached with the task of taking over those two plants? 

A. I cannot give you the exact dato any c»ro. ’.s far as I roraem- 
ber, it was in tho second half of September 1938. Unfortunately, I have 
not the documents at qy disposal any more. I mean the various do C u- 
nonts that I havo talked to you about and which aro oontionod in a 
question of tho prosecution on tho 25th of Soptcmbor 1947, files and 
documents which wore in Frankfurt in ay private office at tho time and 
which wore then aado available to the Bemstoin Conoitteo and which 
were not transferred to the archives in Griesshoim. The prosecution 
does not have these filos either so that they probably wore lost. At 
My rate, I was informed ct the time by Ur. von Scfriit2lor that it was 
intended that tho question of tho fate of tho Sudeten Gorman plants of 
the Prager Voroin be discussed with the Reich Minister of Economics. 

That any sort of international arrangement was going to bo made in re¬ 
gard to this Sudeton German Territory was quite cleer and could be ex¬ 
pected on the bisis of tho circumstances and reports at the time. May 
I include a few dates here that cay be essential for evaluation of tho 
entire situation. On the 21st of July the British Govomnent suggested 
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to the German and Czechoslovakian governments that Lord Runciman be sent 
to Czechoslovakia for studying the problem and to have him render an ox- 
port opinion on the suggestion. On the 25th of July the Prague govern- 

• 

ment agreed to this suggestion. On the 3rd of August Lord Wunciman ar¬ 
rived in Prague. On the 18th of .August and on the 28th of -oigust Lord 
Runcinan negotiated in Czechoslovakia with Konrad Henlein, prong othor 
people, the lender of the Sudetan German Party arei tho subsequent Gau- 
loitor of tho Sudetan Geu. On tho 2nd of September Lord Runcijnan sont 
a message to Hitler which suggested an intervention of England to set¬ 
tle the diaputo and which pernittod one to hope for a compromise. On 
tho 15th of September Chamberlain visited Hitler on the Oborsalzberg in 
order to discuss the Sudetan question. On tho 21st of September Runci- 
nan's report was published. On tho 21st of Scotenber Preguo agreed. On 
tho 22nd of Septombor Chamberlain again visited Hitlor at Godasborg. On 
tho 24th of September a. Gorman counter proposal ocaorrndum was submit¬ 
ted, and on tho 25th of SopUobcr Praguo r jectod that countor proposal. 
On the 26th of September tho oodiating tulogrrn of tho .corlcan Presi¬ 
dent Roosovolt was published and on tho 28th of Soptenber invitations 
woro sont out for the Munich confcronco. I indudod thoso da.tos in 
ordor to illustrate tho ataosphoro in *\ich ono lived fbr tho past 
weeks and months at tho tiao. That sooo thing wag afoot was in tho air, 
but it wesn't tho air that Parbcn was infiltrating by a pipeline of 
conspiracies, but in tho air which ovoryono was ablo and had to broatho 
that road the i.ewspapors or listened to tho radio, and in tho light of 
this time tablo tho document submitted to Dr. burster in cross oxamina- 
tion, NI 15080, Prosecution's Exhibit 2121, probably gets a dlfforont 
character. That's tho minutes of the Vorstand meeting of tho 16th of 
September. These are minutes which woro recorded one day after Cham¬ 
berlain's visit on tho Oberselzbcrg. 

Now, in order to come back to your question about the course of oy 
activity as coaaissar and the course of my appointment, it was such that 
after the preceding tensions and confusion it was to be assumed that the 
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Pragor Verein, at least during a temporary transition porloa, would not 
be ablo to operate the plants in the disputed district from Prague. 
Therefore, as I was informed, it was intended to nake tho suggestion to 
the Reich Ministry of Economics that, until the situation had been clar¬ 
ified, a coaniasar should be appointed as e manager. It was intended 
that this canaging coeoissar should operate tho plants without prejudice 
to the question of property or ownership and that it stould be operated 
at the expenso and for the profit of the parties concerned. I was then 
asked as to Aether or net I was ready to accept such a position if it 


Q. Who asked you? 


Q, Wero thoso idoaa that you havo Just described at tho timo pre¬ 
sented to you or did you deliborato on then yourself? 

A. I can't say that today any nore whether that was presented to 
me in the sane words as I have spokon Just nor, but, on principal, tho 
picturo was tho way I havo Just described it. 

Q. What was your answer to the question? 

A. I said that I would bo available for such a position. 


about that Farbon intorostod itsolf at all for 


the fate of tho Aussig-Palkenau plants and how did it cone about that 
apart frota a technical commissar one provided that you might tako over 
the position of a commercial coeoissar? 

A. About tho first question I can ropeqt only what I etatod at 
the end of April and beginning of May 1947 when interrogated by Ur. 
Rudolf and which statements were set down on the record, and that moans 


I am convinced that Par ben would not have bothered about thoso two 


plants at all if the Verein had not also produced dye stuffs next to 
chemicals. Since 1934 thero had boen an agreement with the Verein. 
This agreement was not concluded with Frrbon, but with tho Tri-Pertito 


cartel. Next to Farben, the »riss end French dye stuffs industries par¬ 


ticipated directly and the British dye stuffs industry participated 
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indirectly in this agreement. It wes one of the so-celled side agree¬ 
ments of the international dye stuffs cartel, aid the cartel and sido 
agreement had been the international market system which had been 
built up from 1927 on. In this market system there were agreements 
about) dofinite and particular countries. For Instance, for China., 
British India, or South ivories also the /oerican producers participa¬ 
ted in this cartel and aide agreeoont. Whether Justifiably or unjust¬ 
ifiably one saw the dangor that ono stone might bo taken out of this 
building and that as a rosult this narkot system night bo seriously 
endangored, and in that connection it was not tho absolute extent of 
tho Czechoslovakian production up to that tine that **e wore concomod 
so ouch about, but the concern based on exporionco that evon with a 
relatively snail volune of production, if operated by an unreasonable 
competitor, ouch china might bo eoashod. 

DR. ASCHENaUER (Defense Counsel for Defendant Gattinoau)i Ur. 
President, I ask that the defendant Gattineau be oxcuaod from the ses¬ 
sion tomorrow afternoon and t he day after tomorrow in ordor to parti¬ 
cipate in the Commission. 

THE PRESIDENT: Voiy well. It will bo permitted. 

Tho Tribunal will now ^iso until 9:00 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(A recess was taken until 0900 hours, 28 «pril 1948*) 
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Undor directives of United Statea Military Tribunal No. 6, 
tostIcony of witnesses listed below was requlrod to be taken boforo 
the undersigned Coenissloner. Pursuant thereto the said Cocoissionor 
has conducted hearings at which the following witnossoa have Ailly 
testified* * •. ' 


Data 


Hare ef Witness • 

Official Transcript 

8 April 191*8 


■aIter iiorliaont 

10875-10907 

9 April 191*8 

• . 

Kurt Krueger 

11128-11163 

12 April 191*8 


Karl Weber 

11165-11175 

12 April 19U8 


Paula Eater 

11177-11199 

13 April 19li8 


Ernst Struss 

11293-U336 

111M-Hi*90 

11* April 191*8 

A 

Christian Zehn 

15 April 191 jB 


a a 

11587-11612 

16 April 191*8 


Bernhard Sohoener 

11706-11723 

19 April 191*8 


Adalbort Peindal 

11827-1181*1 

20 April 191*8 


Josef Grobol 

1181*2-11860 

11861-11878 

20 April 191*8 


Gustav Plstor 

21 April 191*8 


Bail do Haas 

12098-12128 

21 April 191*8 


Helnrioh Sohuh 

12129-1211*0 

23 April 191*8 

ft 

Helnrioh Sohindlor 

12337-12370 

28 April 191*8 


a a 

12707-12777 

26 April 191*8 


Walter Klkuth 

121*61-121*98 

26 April 191*8 

27 April 191*8 


Hans Sauor 

Wllhela Duollborg 

12500-12512 

12598-12621 

29 April 191*8 


Thoo GoldschcWt 

12871-12909 

29 April 191*8 

ft 

AQton Eelthlngar 

12910-12953 

30 April 191*8. 


■ a 

13075-13092 

29 April 191*8 

ft 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

12 951*-12960 

30 April 19W 


a a q 

13065-13075 

30 April 191*8, 


Rudolf Scheldt 

13093-13133 

5 Way 191*8 

ft 

a a 

*3620-13629 

6 hay 191*8 


a a 

13651-13719 

3 Uy 191*8 


Wolfgang Alt 

1321*6-13269 

3 Uy 191*8 


Carl Godow 

13271-13291 

3 Uy 191*8 

ft 

Kurt Hartronn 

13292-13316 

1* Uy 19US 


II II 

131*12-131*50 

U Uy 191*8 


Frits Dion 

131*50-131*60 

1* Uy 19W 


Kurt Els fold 

. 131*61-131*79 

1* Hay 191*8 


Adolf Taub 

131*80-131*89 

5 Uy 19W 


Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 

13566-13619 

6 Uy 191/3 

ft 

Werner Schalts 

13720-13735 

7 Uny 191R 


a a 

13861-13891 

10 Uy 191*8 

• 

Wax Winkler 

11*173-11*181 

10 Kay 191*8 


Frits Blrsch 

11*195-11*209 

10 Uy 191*8 


Ernst Krnsohwskl 

11 *210-11*220 

10 Uy 191*8 

11 Uy 151*8 

ft 

Frans Fuorstonborg 

11*221-11*21*5 

11*377-11*381* 

11 Uy 1918 


Holns Savolaberg 

11*387-11*1*21* 

11*1*25-11*1*39 

11 Uy 191*8 


Karl iiuascheldt 

11 Uy 191*8 


RoInhold 

. 11*1*1*0-11*1*55 

11*182-11*191* 

10 Uy 191*8 


Friedrich Selcher 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits have 
been offered in evidence* 
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Exhibit 

VXIo. 

• 

Off ioial__Transor_ipt 

2302 

PS 2353 C 

10899 . 

2303 

L79 

IO 90 I 4 

230^ 

11.036 

1111*5 

2305 

lW3li 

11182 . 

2306 

15070 

U236 

11183 

2307 

11302 

2309 

U232 

11312 

2311 

150t2 

11327 

2312 

15063 

11330 

2311s 

11257 

111.68 

2315 

2316 

13521* 

11256 

111*73 

111*73 

2317 

11251 

111*05 

2318 

11252 

111*76 

2319 

lliOlli 

111*82 

2320 

11*039 

11831* 

2321 

13081* 

11812 

2328 

10532 

12615 

2329 

10528 

12616 

2323 

10907 

12706 

2330 

13525 

12733 

2331 

15021 

12878 

2332 

3763 

12915 

2333 

1511*5 

12921 

2331* 

1511*6 

12923 

2335 

86L7 

12927 

2336 , ‘ 

15132 

12933 

2337 

1511* 

1291*2 

2J38 

11*096 

13106 

2339 

13531 * 

13111 

23L0 

15215 

13126 

231*1 

15260 

13620 

2312 

15173 

13286 

2315 

7657 

13728 

231*6 

7666 

13730 

2352 

15290 • 

1L382 

2353 

15296 

11*392 


I, the under*Ignod Corals*lonor, do heroby oortlfy that tho 
aforesaid official transorlpt pages cosprlee a truo nnd oorreot 
roport of suoh proooedlngs, tost loony and evldonoo heard and reoordod 
therein boforo do. 


Datod at burnberg, Gerrnny. tay 28, 19l*8. 
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Cc^slssloner of Tribunal Ho. 6 
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Official. Transcript of Hoarlng boforo a Com* 
alssioner for military Tribunal VI, Caap VI, 
in tho cotter of the United States of'Anorica 
against Karl-Kreuch ot al, defendants, Sittins 
at f'uemborg, Ccraany, on 27 April 1948, Com¬ 
missioner Johnson T. Crartford presiding. 

THE i ARSHAL: Tho Comission for Tribunal VI is non in session. 

DR. LUELIHI: Kr. Cocmissioncr, first of all I would liko to state 


for tho record that the Dofonsc of Caso Ho. 6 has been info mod in timo 
about tho examination of this witness, Ducllborg. 

I would also liltc to statu that tho Dofonso of Caso Ho. 6 has boon 


informed about the following cross-exam.nations. 


First, tho crons-oxarination of Schindler will bo continued. The 

swoo dofundents who t*,ro hero last Friday, aro asked to participate. 

' * * ' ^ 
Secondly, on Tednosday, April 28th, in tho aftomoon, wo will havo 

tho cross-examination of Goldschmidt and Roithin*or. Tho Presonco of tho 

defendants Unnn and I^.nor and Gattinoau is roquostod. 

♦ • # 

Thirdl;', on Thursday, nt 10 o'clock, wo will havo tho cross-examina¬ 
tion of Graf Sprotty r->d Schmidt. The presonco of tho -fcfaxionts Schnitz 
and C-attinoeu is roquostod. 

Fourthly, on Friday, at 10 o'clock, wo rill havo tho cross-oxaminntion 



of tho witness Schmitz. Tho presonco of tho Dofondant iam is roquostod. 

Fifthly, on Friday aftornoon, wo will havo tho cross-iruudnntion of 
tho Affiants Dr. Alt and Dr. Silc^civ-^ho^sonco of tho defendants 
Ambros and Bujtofisch is 

Sixthly, on iionday, in thA'^ernoon, at 1:30 o'clock 

will havo tho cross ccr^lionXpf tho^wiinis3 liartaann. Tho ^roscnco 
of the Dofondant Buotcfisch^^^^^^r^o/nGXt'-odnosday, tho 5th 
of Kay, wo will have tho cross^^f^^^^hc witness Struss. Tho pre¬ 
sence of tho Defendants Tor lJoor, Duerrfcld, and Ambros is requested. 


THE CCM1SSI0IH1: Very well. 
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DR. FIATCKSNER: Dr. Placchsnor for tho Defendant Biwtefisch. 

0 

Hr. Commissioner, I wauld liko to aak for permission to question tho 

vdtnoss Duollborg in tho witness stand. 

THE COUIISSIOfEP.: Tho witness will tako tho witness stand. 

0 0 

(rfilhola Duollborg, a wltnoss, took tho stand and tcatlfiod as fol¬ 
lows:) 

Tho witness will raiao his right hand and repeat aftor mo: "I swear 

0 • 4 

by God, tho Almighty and Osniscicnt, that I will speak tho pure truth, 
and will omit and odd nothing." (Tho witnoss ropcatod tho oath.) 

Tho witnoss will bo soatod. 

Tho dofonsc counsel may prococd with the examination. 

DIRECT EXAHmnON 

BY DR. PIAECHSNER: 

# 

Q.- Ur. Duollborg, may I ask you to steto your full namo for tho roc on 
your profession, your rosidonco, and your dato of birth? 

A.- Wilholm Duollborg; retired mining onginoor; at prosont Borgasaoosor 

of tho old Esson idnos of tho Ho each A.G. in Esson. 

# 

Q.- Mr. Duollborg, on 24 Pobruary of this year you gnvo an affidavit 

• 0 

which boars tho Document No. ftictcfisch 30*., Buotofisch Exhibit No. 164; 
and it has been auboittod to tho Tribunal as ovidonee. Do you wish to 
add or chango anything convcrning thoso statcccnts? 

A.- ffo. 

0 

Q.- In that caso, may I ask you about your statements given thoro? 

+ 0* 

Mr. Duollborg, in tho affidavit, under No. II, you talked about tho 

- , -4 

structural relations of tho Fuorstongrubc to the I.G. Farben. 

May 1 ask you now to state something concoming tho relations bet- 
woon tho Puerstongrubo and the Fuorstlich Ploss'scho Borgworks A.G.? 

A.- The Fuorstongrube was formerly a mine of tho'Fuertslich Ploss'scho 
Borgworks A.G. It was not in operation until the beginning of 1940. On 
1 December 1940 I ccao to the Fuerstengrubo G.n.b.H. as a mining expert. 
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Tho Fucrstcngrubo G.n.b.H. was to bo extended. An ordor had boon given 

0 

by Borlin that tho mino was to bo extended for the uso of tho I.G. plants 

in Upper Silesia because coal free nines in tho central district could 

not bo supplied in sufficient quantities for then. 

As I havo already emphasized, tho Fuorktengrubo ros formerly n plan^ 

• • 

of tho Fuorstlich Plcss'scho Bergworks A.G., which had not been in oper¬ 
ation. Tho aa na gor of tha Fucrstcngrubo G.n.b.H. was C-oncral Diroctor 

• • f 

Borgassossor Falkonhohn. Simultaneously ho was tho chairman of tho Vor- 

stand of tho FXrofrstlich Floss'scho Borgwerks A.G., and ho was the only 

ono ontitlod to sign for both coopanios,. Mot only tho Fuorstongruben 

0 

was to bo extended, but also a «ino of the Puorstlich Plcss'scho Borgworks 
• • 

A.G., tho Guenther 3Line, was to bo axtondod. 

For both plants there was a canon construction doportmont directed 

0 

by Dr. Homann, *ho siaultanoously was a member of tho V or stand of tho 

Fuorstlich Ploss'scho Borgwrrks A.G. Both plants woro to bo built at tho 

somo tine, and cool froa tho Guonthor Uino or from Ploss was to bo put at 

tho disposal of tho I.G. plants, construction of thoso plants commenced 

in tho boginning of 1942. 

0 

Q.- Hr. Ducllborg, you talked about an ordor from Borlih. 

Would you plooso consent on that in more dotail? 

A.- During the war it was like this: Orders and pcr<.iissions v.-ora given 

by Borlin to extend important plants. I don't, know any details. When I 

• • •. 

\ * 0 A • 

oomc to tho Fucrstcngrubo on 1 September 1941 this ordor oxisted already 

and also tho ordor for tho extension of tho Guenther liinq, Boforo that 

0 

time negotiations had taken place between the Plcos, I.G. and also tho 

Trauhandstcllo Ost. I !a»w nothing about thoso pr e l i mi n ary negotiations. 

0 

At any rate the order from Berlin existed because ell or. to rids, as wo 11 
as all labor w$ro assigned by then and directed free there. Wo woro subor- 

0 

donate to the Rcichsvcrcinigung Coal, and if ary difficulties arose later 
to tho Gcbechcn. Details 3bout this 1 do not know bocausc I did not taka 

126*0 








27 Ap;--A-.*L-13-4-Sto.io (mi. JucV.ch) 

0 

Qourt Ho. VI, Case VI - CCHISCIOII 

pc.rt in thcjc negotiations in S^rlin as they ac.inly ccnocmcd construction 
materials, Thcjo meetings were attended by General Dirootor Falkonhnhn 
or Dr. Horaenn, who nas the Director of the Construction Department jer 
bot'i plants* 

0.- Very mil. 

Do I understand you correctly that you say too order from Berlin was 

aa ordor from State authorities of sonc kind? 

A.- Yos. During tho war, for such matters, in ovor/ caso, ordors had 

to bo issued from Berlin by the Stats authorities. 

Q.- You said that Diroctor Hcraam cf Plcfs, who looked after- the 

• # 

toctcnsion of a ho Ploas mine*, i.o-tho Guanthor iilno, also supor/isod 
tho oxtonsion of tho Fuorstcngrubc. Could you now dcscrlbo in dotrli hon 
this was dono — working siaulumocuaJy on tho extension of both ndnoa? 
Ploaso talk about tho problem of labor in particular. 

Witness, when tho yollow light flashos. you aro then talkli* too fast. 
Hay I ask you to mako a pauso bctwcon oach question and answer so that 
tho A ntoxrrotcrs aro ablo to translate tho question first? Othorwiso tho 
rocord will net bo clear. Ploaso watch tho Interpreters so that you can 

check-up as to whotiior or not tho translation has boon concluded, 

& • 

Will you ploaso now start to answer 1151 question? liy question ms: 

'That was tho offcct of tho simultaneous oxtonticn of tho Ploss mino and 

tho Fuerst eng rube in as far as labor was concerned? 

• . 

A.- Perhaps I nay say first that tho Fsorstengrubo G.m.b.H. had no 

• / 

officos of its own; tho Fuorstengrubo G*o.b,H. was housed in tho adminis¬ 
trative building of the PuorstUch Plcss^schc Borgwor’is A.G. Noariy all 
departments mrked for Fuerstengrube; only tho Construction Department 
was active for both plants, and m do rely had our ovai business adminis¬ 
trative sot-up under Dr. Otteraann. All other departments — tho Social 

* # 

Department, tho labor procuring department and anything connoctod with it, 
in tho beginning also tho Personnel Department wro all connoctod rich 
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the Fucratlich Plcss'scho Bcrgwcrks A.G. It had boon intcndod that tho 

9 9 

Fucratcngrubc B.n.b.H. nas to bo code independent, but, owing to tho 
conditions of tho war and owing to the difficult conditions involved in 

0 0 

obtaining poraonnol, this simply waa not possible. 

Oboringoniour Rupp acted aa Deputy of Horr Homnonn. Since wo did 

not havo tho trained poraonnol wo considered in the year 1942 whether it 

would not bo more advantageous if wj asked another ccctpaiy to carry out 

tho construction. At tho time tho construction of the Roichsautobahn waa 

stopped. I remember that an Obcrbaurct Uarlondorf had negotiated with 

0 

Plosa that is Dr. H omnnn and occasionally also with mo, in ordor to casp¬ 
ic to tho construction of tho Puerstongrubo. As far as I lav>w thcro wore 
Stato authorities who had had workors trlccn from than for tho campaign in 
tho East. Tho negotiations had gone so far that a representative of Men- 
londorf, a Diplomin&onivur Reiss or Roitz — I cannot romanbor tho name 

• * f 

exactly — waa in tho Construction Dopnrtajnt of Plosa. I only recall that, 

in ordor to carry out tho extention about six or sovon porccnt of tho total 

construction ox pcnso was boing requested. It may havo boon ono pcrcont 

moro or less. I do not know any moro. At any rate that sooaod too high to 

• 0 

us; and the so gent lemon, during tho intorim period, assisted in obtaining 
norkors for tho non construction. I porsonally only nttouptod to get workers 

0 

for tho mine sector, end I negotiated with tho Labor Office in Pleas and 
occcsionally also with tho Londosarboitsemt in Kattowitz. Russian FTf's 
noro assigned to us. Apart from that wo trio^at tho tiio to get writers 
who wero rosiding near tho location of tho old nine of tho Puorstongrubo. 

I havo alroady pointed out thr.t tho old nine of tho Fuorstengrubon 
had been inactivated. A large. number of workers oxistod thoro who ware 
forking in tho Eontrolrcvior, tho central area. In spite of tho r.ost oagor 
efforts wo did not succeed in having these werkors assigned to tho Fuers- 
tongrube. In my opinion tho Labor Office simply did not lurvo tho authority 
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to transfer ihoso pcoplo to ua because in tho Zontralrovicr they tad bottor 

re suit 3 than wa had in tho Ploss mines because mines in tho Zontralrcvior 

hed \ otter geological conc'itions. No agreement was achieved lr.tor with 

thojio gontlcoin — Oborbcurct liarlcndorf and Diplomingcniour Roiss.. No 

• • * 

finil settlement took plnco, but, m far a I remember, those* gentleman 
triod to get warkers end barracks for us. Among othor things they also 
brought in Schmolt Juden, Schnclt Jews. 

O... wfeuld you toll tho Tribunal what tho oxprossior r, Scl<nolt Judon" 
rjoans? 

A.- In ttai suexv.r of 1942 theso gcntlcsvan ted tried to obtain workors. 
Q.- For whom? 

0 

A.- For tho Fuorstongrubo end tho Gucr.thcrgrubo, for this econon 

construction plan. If I may cnphooico tliis eg tin, no diffcrorcc «xs mndo 

between tho FuorstciYpoibc and tho Gucnthorgxubo, that ic tho Ploss plnr.t, 

• 

I ranonbor this incl.dent very wall because Obaringoniour Rupp rotumed and 

said: "w got soao Schaolt Jews". Key I sty I hod novor hoard that oxprossion 
* 0 0 

oithor, and, thoro.rorc, llr. Rupp told no what it noent. Harr Rupp did. not 
seen to know what it was either. Thoso wore workors who wore supervised 
by tho polico. They wore called "Schoolt Jews" after Police President 
S<*hnolt in Oppoln. Tho so workors ware not sent to Fuorstongrubo, but they 
caao to Lanolin to tho camp of tho Guonthorgrubo; and lator on — I don't 
know any coro Just how late — they wore taken to Fuorstongrubo * • tho 
mining train fran Lanolin. 
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W Die’ these workers renain in Imtlia and reside thero? 

A Ho, not all the tlao. Hay I say s one thing hero? Between 
these plants — the Fuarstengrube and the Ouenthergr-be — there wes 
always an cxchango of workors which was conducted by the Construction 
Department. These workers were not transferred “by the Rcichsvoroinigung 
Coal ( R.V.K.), but, as far as I reneeber, by the Ruebau in Brelau. 

Q Hrwld you plcasa explain, for the record, what “Ruebau" is/ 

A Sach stage was a separate prcblen, but I cannot tell you 
exactly what it was all about. 

Q Just a Boocnt. 

Is it correct if I tell you that it night have been the "Ruostungs- 
bauinspecktor," the Araonont Construction Inspector? 

A los, it night hare been, but I only know the abbreviation, 
which is "Ruebau”. 

Dr. Flatchsncr, you asked bo before whether those workers in 
Guonthorgrube or Ianelin resided there all the tine. I must answor 
"no". Later on they wjrc transferred tc tho Fuerstengrubo bcc-uso a 
suitable camp was free thero, and if they wero neodod in tho Ouonthor- 
grubo people sent then over by neons of their own local mining train. 

As I emphasized befrro, no conclusion wj-s roachod with this Ruostunge- 
bauinspekti^n. I rtan't know whothcr that actually was the name, at 
arty rate we continued build with our own workers — that is to say, wo 
used engineers whom we had engaged ourselves. 

W Very well. 

Is it correct if 1 assume that that was the beginning of tho 
assignment of forced labor to the Guenthurgrube, and later on in tho 
Fuorstengrubo? 

A Tea. 

4 Ihank you; I have no further questions. 

DR. FIaFCHSHER: The witness nay be cross-examined by the IVosc- * 

cution. 
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TiJL CCIJiJSSIWW: The Prosecution will proceed with the uxani- 

nation. 

CROSS -£& JiBtATlON. 

BY MR. MHEKOFFi 

Q lir. witnass, the owner of t*.c Pless Mines was that lir. Floes 

himself? 

A Mo. Tho Fuoratlich Pleas'schu Bdrgwprke A O. was in tho 
hands of the Fuoratlich Pless'scho fardJy, but sioco Co-ant Plcss ran 
in England they were under the trusteeship of tne *rusthandstollo Cat. 

Q And was Couht Picas In England all during tho tiro that 
you wore ''.own Fuerstcngrubc? 

A Yea. 

1 ] Thank you. 

Kr *> this Ur. itopp that ycu ref ,rrc«l to as tho head of tho 
construction, ia tho ptoo Mi-. Rupp whe c;.no fron 2.0. Pr.rbcn's Dyhe.rniV.rt 
plant? 

A Obcrinconiuur Rupp raa tho dojiuty -f Dr. Hoimann, and, if I 
rcaeobor corroctly, he was previously in Dycnrfurt noar Breslau. 

Q That is tho Z.O. Farbcn plant in Dyonrfurt? 

, a Yoa. 

c. Thank you. 

Hew, Hr. Vltneea, in tho affidavit which you haw given to tho 
Defense Ant? "hich is now in evidonco as ba-t*»fiah Exhibit 161 j you state 
in the see end paragraph that Guenther Falkenhahn was the solo parti or. 
Mow, I believe that's a aistakc in the Knglish translation. Just so 
tho record i 3 clear, he was tho business Manager rather than the part¬ 
ner, isn't that correct? 
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A. Yas, ha was the business nnnager and he vps tha only ona antitlad 
to sign. 

Q. But ha was not a nartner et all, was ha? 

A, Ho, ha was not e partner. 

<u -hank you. Bov, In Paragraph 4 of y*jr affidavit you discuss tha ob¬ 
taining of labor for tha Fuerstengrube ninas, and you stata that in splta 
of all tha requests which you nade to tha labor allocation authorltlas 
you could not obtain any prisoners of war, but instead vara forced to 
increase the nuaber of lnaates working for you; that is, concentration 
caaD lrcatas. How, Just so tha record is conpletely clonr, hr. witness, 
will you tell tha tfibunal what efforts, if a : v , you uade to obtain British 
orisonars of war Instead of concentration caup innates? 

A. The applications for allocation of labor were nade by us to the 
labor offices or to tha Landesarbeitsant, tha Lands Labor Offico in 
Kottovitx. As I have aentloned before, it vrs wry difficult to get 
workers, because in tha Plesser district the output was snaller than in 
Kattowit*. Added to this, at a later tine I raoeober a conversation in 
the Land Labor Office where they told us, •bell, you have to taka innatos ’ 
becauso wa ore unable to get any other workers for this territory". 

In order to explain this entire situation, it nay be of interest, in 
Dawoshno the Manager was a Bargrat Dicke. He was instructed to build 
a cover plant — 

Just a aimite, perhaps you didn't understand the ruestion. lly 
'uestion was sinply this: what efforts did you nake to obtain prisoners 
of war instead of concentration can? Innates. Did you understand that 
'uestion? 

A. Yes. ' 

Try to answer it. 

A. Va nade our applications only to tha labor office and the Land 
Labor Office, bhen in 1943 the Schnelt-Jev Canp was declared to have 
beccoa a concentration cacp, and we were infcrned that "for the 
ruarstajgrube you will get 1200 to 1300 innates and 900 for Banina", 
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I an acre that we r?d not tak' nor* than that acnber, am* not oven reached 

that nuzber. Ha always tried to get other workers, because we could not 

work v*r/ wall with imates in the nines. He wanted to have a cernau'.n v 

staff . 01 & permanent workers. Hr. Xtaarrfeld can coaflxn that I n^ocitv." 

’ith hie repeated!;' to let ne have tone people who travelled fion or 

district to Auschwitz in order to get workers for the ninoa 01 the 

1 mates allocated to us I would like tc state th^t only a very sa ??. 

oercentage was wnployed In the ninos. Tie rmjority, by far, was .np.Uynd 

on construction work; and I would also like to *nuhaeio« to orove thr.t 

only in the last days - perhaur In 1944. did --e eqploy these innate* 

in the nine. Only peniaos 2C0 at the luics-wngrube and perhaps 300*360 

% 

in the Joninc, and the :scet«s who-i we sent frar. fYe.-stengrubo to the 
other new nines, and we ccuad not use the i mates in this hea7y vurk, 
and ve only got in exchange free these workers that ee ;ransferrefl sene 
people allowed ns Iflr the nlaing sector. 

% Hr. witness, wo ran save a lot of tir.. -nd we cat avoid burdening 
the record unnecessarily if. instead of zaking c long speech about ail youv 
troubles with lr.bor, ycu will Just ersw*r the alaple "Uetfana pat to you* 
Kow, the piestlon you hnd vos aerely shat efforts you node to obtain 
prisoners of war instead or inaater. I want to ’mow did you 'tri:W letters? 
Did you have personal interviews? Jut tell ae the efforts you unde, the 
personal steps you took to grt orlsoners cf ear, and not all your troubles 
with innate work. 

A. I personally .unde written ippJzcnci jus to General Director F.-O.ken- 

J 

haha, the Chief of the -'uarsteugrube nine, \»ho did act uant to have imates 
either, and was in 3erlln vjry often, I believe Kerr Falkarhahn is the 
nan who can give you the correct answer. I h;ve already told you that 
I was not in 3erlin, that Herr Falkenhahn infonied ae again and again that 
ell hi a efforts in Berlin had bean in vain, and Herr Falkehhnhn told ne 
that during .his colls in 3erlin at the Belch Association Ccnl, I believo 
he also belonged to the executive board of this association, he tried 
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■*« 

everything possible, but as 1 said, I vcs not tbe.-e jyself. I only hoard 
frcn Harr Palkenhahn. He only told ne that he node all possible efforts Jo 
get labor k but not imate 8. 

'v. Of all that you nentioned you wrote letters to get prisoneru of »•«»• 
Do you recall the approximate tine yo>i wrote those letters? 

*. I can only say that we always tried, whether he wrote or whether 
we went personally I cannot say any Dore now. but at any rate vo r.lvcye 
ride efforts, and as I eophaeized before when organising the Fuerstengrube 
and the Guenther grube, that the agency of Pless which was under the 
direction of Dr.Xopp ecric«d on this field in particular. This was tho 
department, I believe it was called the Personnel deportment of ?ldse. 

% All right now, Hr. witness, will yesj te'J us why you oonsidsred 
concentration emp imates os undesirable workers? 

A. Kiuing re ulres that the workers be particularly qualified, »sn 
if I an the only nicer here any one would understand that the relation 
between the superior and the oiner below graind is different than in mu- 
other profession. One really depends on earh -ther and everybody knows. 
Awing to accidents which occur j very eh# re, that every one refuses to have 
any forced labor. This is connected with the actual profesolon- The ontir. 
annner of working below ground re-mlres a special dducation r a soecinl 

m 9 

tradition, which cannot be learned fron or.e day to the next.. 

witness, wouldn't that objection be equally true to ell forced 
workers, like, the Schnelt-Juden, and the bchnelt .- > oleo; the forced Eastern 
workers, the forced Polish workers, or for prisoners of war? Tho 
objection you are raising now as to imates, wouldn't it apply enualiy to 
all forced labor? 

A. Tes. 

v Is it your testimony, lx. witness, that the management of tho 
Fuerstengrube Hines made no efforts to obtain any other forced labor? 

A, I would like to emphasize that below ground one has to r,cke n strict 

distinction between irking above ground and below ground. Below ground 

we only employed PWi who, as far as I know, wanted to do this kind of 
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work, and as proof I can state, I don't know whether it was in 1943 or 
1944, in the Janlnn nines there was a large fire, and it was « nnttor of 
life and doath inside the nine. Itaring such tine of danger not one single 
inaote was eoployed, hut only the best peruanent workers. 

CU right, Mr. witness, if I understood your testinony correctly, 

the British prisoners of war who worked in the ninas because they were 
willing t> work there, were far nore desirable anployees, and far nore 
desirable workers, as far as you were concerned, than were the innates 
of the concentration cano who were assigned to you? 

A. Yes, They were only token off — 

'1* Just a nlnute, you will hare a full opportunity to discuss anything 
else that /our counsel wants to discuss. ”e could save a lot of tine if 
you will Just answer the -uestion I -out to you. If any "uostion cannot 
be answered by n short answer, wo will take a long answer, but Just answer 
the "uewtion. How, kr. witness, isn't it a fact that when yoa did have 
a-ltish prisoners of war working for you in y>ur nines, it was you who 
took the Initiative of seeing that those British prisoners of wnr wero 
renoved fron the nines so that you could get innates? 

A. Concentration canp innates were not anulled for fron Puerstengruba 
nine. That the PO/s were taken away was due to the fact that no nor® wore 
sent to us — no nore British Prisoners -of Ihr were sont to us, and as far 
cs I renenbar now, the "eich Defense Coanlssar Intervened sonehow. 
Conplai&ts had occurred concerning the British Prisoners of Mar. These 
were immigrants who had cone froa that region and . th.-t was partly decisive 
far the fact that they were sent t: the central region * another dietrlct. 
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i Now, *r. Witness, idn’t it n fact that when the 
British prlosners of wnr w~re wording for you you found that 
that they wero not working hard enough and you personally 
suggest 3d that severe and harsh methods be applied to 
then so that they would work n^rder, Now lsn : t that 
true? 

A I can not remember details. I only know tnat we had 
difficulties because th9 people came oilglnally from that 
district and had such close contacts with the employ toe that 
we had difficulties I did not have to conduct the dotalls 
of theso negotiations, but Prcfocsor Krueger, who was 
tho nan'gor of Janlna nine, did that, 

w Now, Hr, 'fitnass, y°u were th3 leader or the 
Betrlobsfuhrcro, and when matters wero negociatod on 
behalf of tho mino, It was you, with whom those nr.ttorr 
were negotiated, .isn : t that soy 

A Not everything. I as nor. betrloosfuehrer record¬ 
ing to the low. T he betriebefuehrer. according co the 
sense of tho law, was Dergasecssor Pnlkenhnhn, and res¬ 
ponsible to the mining authorities wps the local ootrieb- 
eleiter in the mino, and the local .betrlo'osleitorr or 
managers hajidlod most of thooo matters which concerned 
the regular operating routine of tho nines, together 
with tho local authorities. 

i Hr. Witness, I will h**ve to show you NI 10519, which 
la a Prosecution Exhibit in ^ook 81 , on page 16 of tho 
Germaji and 7 of the English. Will you shpw that to him? 

I want to call your attention particularly — incidentally, 
this is a letter signed by you personally. Hr. 'fitness, and 
I call your attention-particularly to the p-rc£;rp.ph where yoi 
say, *It would-seem advisable to authorize the guard dataoh- 
raent or the Auxilliary guards to take drastic steps. 
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energetically and mercilessly, If necessary." It le the 
third paragraph In the English. . 

A I read here, "Because It has occurred again today 
that British prisoners of war did not follow the instruct¬ 
ions by our betrlebsfuehrer, we ask you for that reason 
to instruct the local Waffencomraander from there to 
instruct the Prisoners of Nar and to po'nt out their duties 
to them.* That Is a matter of course. 

4 Will you read the paragraph where It begins, "It would 
se-*m advisable to authorise the guard attachment—". 

A "It would be advisable to also ask the auxiliary 
guards to take drastlo measures wherever It is necessary." 

I understand today, the word —* 

3 Doesn't it say mercilessly too? 

A No, it says energetic and "mereclleesly" and this 
word In German,-too. 

3 "Energetically and mercilessly" both. And wasn't 
that your suggestion, Hr. Witness, as a means of handling 
the British f rleoners of War who did not work hard enough 
to suit you? 

A No, in the mines we had to enforce discipline 
DR. FLASCHSNER: Hr. Commissioner, may I ask that the 
entire document-be shown to the witness, and In particular 
the document belonging to It which le on page 17 and 18 
in the Oerman text, oecause there the Incident is described 
to which the letter refers about which the witness was 
questioned, and the witness can only give a proper reply 

If he recalls the whole incident to his memory. May I ask 

• 

that the witness oe allowed to read It first? 

A May I ask you where this Is written? 

THE COMMISSIONER: The entire document should be before 

him. 
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*, Mr. Commissioner, he has the document before him, but 
the witness has indicated no lack of memory as to what 
has occurred at the tine, and the only question before 
the witness was whether the suggestion that the British 
prisoners of war be treated energetically and mercilessly 
was hi8 suggestion. Ho hasn't testified that he docs 
not recall tho inoident at all. 

A No, I only know that it occurred that prisoners of 
war throatonod superiors in the mines. That is what I was 
told at tho tlrao, and because wo didn't have any power 
ovor tho prisoners of war tho military authoritoa were 
asked to undortako the necessary steps, because as far as 
the mine police woro concerned, we were responsible for 
the security of tho entire aino. I don’t know details, I 
only know that Manager Krueg3r at the time had many 
difficulties and I was not mine ootrloosfuohror; that must 
be a mistake. I can’t imagine why it says so because I 
did not conduct tho individual negotiations there. 

Q But tho particular dooument that I showed you, 

Mr. tfitnoss, that was not signed by Krueger was it? 

That was signed by you, isn't that so? By both you nhd 

Mr. Torneman. Page 16. 

A ^08. 

4 Now, didn't tho mine administration also suggest 
that apart from treating them drastically and raerollossly 
that if thoy could not raako tho British prisoners of 
war do what they wore supposed to do, they woro also to 
punish them by appropriately cutting donw their food 
allotment? Do you recall that? 

A No, but concerning this point, I would liko to say 
even in situations liko this now, according to tho laws 
of the mino, if somebody threatens his superiors, ho is 
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punished vary severely, mostly by imprisonment. 

Q, Now, Mr. Witness, didn't you also have trou'oo with 
th ft British prisoners.of war in connection with housing them? 
Well, for oxaraplo, do you recall the British prlsonors 
of war being housed 150 to a barrack and you wanted to 

put 200 in? x ho Wehrmacht said you couldn't put that many 

% 

in; It wouldn't oe healthy. You recall that whole 
controvorsy? 

A 1' do not romeioor details. 1 only know that th„ 
Wehrmacht set down how many prisoners of war could bo 
housed In one room. f hat was not up to us. We wore 
not in charge of thlr^f-p. ?he Wehrmacht was, 

4 That is true, out didn't you have a battle with 
the Wohrmr.cht saying that they waro wrong, that the camp 
could hold more than 150, and the Wehrmacht said it 
would not oo healthy to crowd the prisoners in more than 
1507 Didn : t that battlo go on for oometlmn between your 
management and tho Wehrmacht? 

A I emphasized bofore that I personally did not oonduot 
negotiations. I do not knew details, 

w All right, now. Hr. Witness. May I show your HI 
10524, which Is another prosecution document? It is on 
page 13 of the English and 24 of the German, in D ook 81, and 
thio is a lottor from you to tho Wehrmacht, In which you 
personally take up tho controverry nocut- having 200 
prisoners of war put In tho barracks whore there woro 
formerly 150. I call your attention specifically to 
the second perngrpph where you say Captain Baor— that 
Is the Wehrmacht officer — and local guard detachment 
considered the quarters insufficient and refused to put 
back the beds that the prisoners of war had removed, nnd 
the following paragraph you say you disagr.ee with tho 
captain, ’^herc is enough room for 2C0 to be put In there. 
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Do you recall that controversy? 

A I do not remember the details any more. At any 
rate, I must emphasize it is possible that we had differences- 
of opinion. After all, the opinion of the Wehrmacht was 
always decisive. 

ft Well, the question that wo are presently concerned 
with, H r . Witness, and that wo are trying to throw some light 
upon, is how doslrable you found these British prisoners 
of war as workers. You testify today that the lnraptes 
were undorsirablo workers. You couldn't trust thorn in the 
mines; .they oouldn't work as hard, out the British prisoners 
of war woro willing workors and they woro good for your kind 
of work. Now, if that is tho essence of your tostlraony 
it is awfully important to find out what your rolation- 
ships with tho British prisoners of war ware at that 
tlmo. 

A Yos, I say theso negotiations with the Wehrmacht woro 
conduotod by the formor administrator of the Jnnina mine, 
not by us, and the camp was intended for 200 men as can be 
seen from the dooumont. So many never woro in the camp, 
because they always said, "Thore are no prisoners of 
war", and the prisoners of war were released, as I oraphaslzcd 
oofore, not only because they did not work, but because 
difficulties arose because oomplaints had been made with 
the Rolch Dofenso Commissar oocause a groat nurabor of 
emigrants wore thore who originated from that district, 
from Oppeln and Breslau. I myself talked to ono of thorn, 
on the occasion of a ride in the mine. He originated from 
a place oetwoen Breslau and Oppeln. 
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N v f Hr, nitn:ss, th=si barracks rhich h> us-;d 'in hundr*! 
and fifty British pris n?rs of w_r and which y u thought c-uld possibly 
h--u3* tw' hundr d, will you till tha C-*urt h w zany lna-t* of th* con- 
cintr. ti n c«~*p y-u h us id in th sa v rysaa* barracks cftir y u.nanrj^ r 
g«t rid f tju British prls-twrs rf war? 

A. I cann't say that. XX any rat* it was lika this. »h*n ths* 
inmct ts f.rrlv d, barracks had already bam built again. Thir* was a ral 
S'lid building f r th* British Pi's and this was oct«nd»d ell thj tim* b>- 
ecus* w, h p«l t it an Fil'a cnd.wh«a in th i sentim* thj inmat .s errivd 
bar.vacks had air .ady btm built again. Thir-fr* th* housing spies Jed 
bf» iner«s*d. 

Mtniss, isn't it trui that bafr* spy of thisi inmate 
arrival y u had a littl* t-ur f insp*cti n wh-r» yu »xamin*d th*s, bcrr&ol* 
end at that tlmi, in ixamining th» barracks rh.r« th* -n* hundr d and fifty 
British Prt't had liv-d, yu cgr>*d tJut that c uld hold thra* hundr -d in¬ 
mates? D' y . u r*oall thi.t littl j inspicti n t-ur? 

... 1 ts, but I would lik t to aphnsis* that I did n*»t d icida h it 

many inmat n mri tak»n in, but th* SS dsoidid that. I h.d »• say In 
thu mati <r. 

<i. On wh si initirtiv* wjr- th* British pris-n*rs .*f wnr r*o v*l 
frit y ur ninja? 

j.. I hav. alrv-dy emphasised b»caus* w* ;>uld n*t fill up th* era 
wa c-'uld n t git any n r» British F.'s b.ust th?r» wir#n't any n’n, and 

.•% 4 

apart fr m that th* Difnsi Covmisar els'- Jwd a say bocauss it concern-xl 
•migrants wh' cam fr-*-tfcat district, 

Q. Mr, Mitmss, th*n yur t*stia ny is that th* reel rirs -n th* 
British pris nirs -f -.cr war. r«j-v,d from th* sdn^s ra3 not b«ccus« y u 
couldn't g»t thio t wxk'and n t bscausr yu c uld put mar* inmatas in th 
sen* barracks but b scans j y»u c -didn't git an-ugh prisoners «-f t ar. N?, 

ft 

Mr. Witness, I will sh w y.*u a circular lstt-r which is NI-10552 and is 
off »r5d as Pr sicuti n Exhibit — I'm n~t sur* *hat tha nsxb numb=r *h uld 
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b*. Vr. P. iwtM i n*r, I an n*t surs wfc.t tha r.ixt exhibit number should 
ba. C TTHild Ilks t-> ^ff ir this d«armt in svidmca as tha prosscuti -n'a 
n-jxt exhibit, I «ua n <t sura h tfc* C'aoissi r. nuato <rs hiVi bajn running . 
Tia culd lwnri that f-r tha a nent and cat beck to it. 

THE CO03SSBW*8i Ha can supply it let <r. 

!®. KDSKGPPi T.a can supply thf.t nuabir for tha r.-c-'rd la*, .r. 

BY KR. MINSKOFF: 

Q. (C ntinuxl) H<wr, this circular lsttw, Mr. Witness, dr yura- 
call, fr « 1* king at that cdmxdar latt-r, whith.r as a matter of fact 
in Sspt job >r >f 19U3, which was afttr y*u had ask ad thi •'in-r pris nars 
of war t' lMiv., y u w«r* '•(ter A » r? pris n rs >f war? On y«u rjccll that 
I am Just r u.ding tha lattjr. I cam <t r/mrabir, but many 
things riri writtw s aitJaas which w*ri n t trua and th:t probably was tha 
ecs i hir *. Iknw that w> wjr * n-'t abli tf» g *t any British prisoners of 
war. 

li. Will, Mr. Hitn;ss, l.t mi sh w y u N1-10528- which ir a 
latter sign id by y u in riply t> thf.t circular l*ttr-. This is «ff.r*d 
as a pr-s^cuti n*s exhibit. and I will Iter* it blank until wa c-n fill it 
in, vhich ls^yyur cnsw»r to that circular littc, and you statu "Ha 
inf-rm y>u thet wi d' n t hav* thi ininti n f using English PVT's in 
our min. b tonus i wi ar. clri-dy using i«t*i.* Do yu racall writing that 

latt .r? 

lb, but in ry <vini- n that .* quit. -bvi u- whan wa had in- 
mat .3 w< c 'iId n t g.t any pris- njr a of war baoaus. it was too late. 

Q. Did y u k. w that just a v ry sh rt distancs from yrur ain->s, 
in I.G. ..uschwitz, that thi 1-0. ..uschwits was using English pris' n,rs of 
war t igithir with, and sida by sida with, tha Lnmat -.s of K >n«'twitz? 

... H I d' n *t kn -r that. 

li. »nr. It, litniss, I wmld likt t turn to an-th x point f-T 

a o nint. T u n*nti n in yur affickvit that thi minis ndninistr..ti n 

and th3 Bitrifosfuahr <r — which is y<urs-.lf in that cast — strict 

cars t • sji to it that tha inoet-s, thi c ncintmti'n canp innatss, during 
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their ir rking h urs war* rrop,rly tract id, and y 'U stcti that it Was 
regularly p'int xl ut b th v 3 rbally and in writing to tha wh-la camp that tfj* 
corp-ral punishnmt f inmates was strictly f-rbiddan. 
a* Y»a. 

Q. M m t Hr, bitnass, do y.u recall r cairing from tha SS a 
c'-mmunicati n tailing y u that thay had baan warning yu r^paatadly against 
th? bating f innatis by civilians and rsquwting ym in string terras to 
>aa that th sj biatings stopped? Do yu racdl that? 

• A. Mo. 

Q. It. Vitn»ss, I sh'-w yu Pr*>sjcutin Exhibit 1555, which is •« 
pag» 52 English and 100 'f tha O .raan of B 81, and I ask y-'u whstha* 

that l*tt «r r’tr aha y ur r*c-'ll action as t wh*th*r th« SS didn't call 

* % 

yur attinti n t th* fact tfwt thiy had giv « y u ripact-d verbal and 
writtm warnings t * hevi yir f‘*r m m stop bating inmat ?s. 

A. In qy opinion, this c*nc-rnid r.n axcipti-n. I an thinking >f 
0 'l,tt. Ha was n t an rapl^y*, of tha ain*. H» was an snpl'y** X th* firm 

of Strphan Fr jhlick und Klo^pf^l. Thay did ;r ilimin; ry work in tha 'Id min* 

• 

of thi Fu«rsttngrub» min*. I ranbir this incident b*c*us» tha dir-ct r 
of th* firm Fr jhlich und Kl<>apf il a.a< t at and asksd a« to interval* 

th.r», that this firman was not to ba punished t's 3 *v:rlly. I r>fused 

• 

to intrvjn* and applixi f-w his transf-r. It is always lika th.t, than 
cr* always xc ipti ns in any coenunity, and w. always took strict 
r*asur s. 

Q. Hr , nitniss, perhaps you c-n h*lp us. Do yu happen t" kn * what 
tha SS auth-r f that 1 -itt r mant by "hs had givm y~u r*p«*-t*i v;rbal and 
writtm warnings"? bes that just an axcaptinal can 3 ? 

... I d' n t kn v. This 1st r probably was s*nt to. tha 
Bstriabsf u »hr *r 'f th* Fuarst mgruba, to th* individual offic is bscaus: th* 
mtiri lab-T was rjgulatid in each ssporat* sphsr*, bsccusa it says thir,, 

-Isr t' th* B-triJbs oanag-cmt, th* plant nan-g-nant of tha Fu*rst->ngrubi 
Bin*. That prv-s that it was sant to th* individual offices and not to 
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the g-.nv.-al admini strati-1*. ■'£ th« Fears torgrrbs 3.r.3H. It says hira, to tha 
nanag '£ tha Fu?rstangrU>j mini, th^rtf ra to th« Fuarstir.grubi, it it 

would hav* bun ssrt f> tha Fujts*. jrsreb- Xattnritz, 

Q. Thank yu : Now, 16-. ’..itn,ss, y u rtat A la y iir nffidw'C-.. 
paragraph 7» that tha iraatss war* -niy assl^r.jd to such w>rk as th#/ wv** 
-bla t« pirf rn. It ice not axp^ct d of t.h«i that thay sh'uld wrlr b ly >rri 
thair pnnrs* ' 

A. K«. 

Q. N*w, Vr* i/itoass, d* yu r»ca.Q irtting up an invalid ;.wmcnd'? 

«• N n t in tha mini- 

Q* M w, Id aK- went t n bi nr rt *chr.ic-.I, whtfho- thay work*! In- 
sidi thi min* t Jib-w* tha nin»* If they wrkr for 7u *rs tin grub*, t*u.t \» 
til I cm intr**t-d in. H-wr, J ar. asking y a, d' yu recall sitting up 
wlu.t was knimcs u invalid c eariA • f--r Inrct s sh'' b*cnusi of having bi«n 
injnr-d during th> c urs* tf thair w rk r. ?. ng«r cnild d> tha h«v> w-rk 
and w*r» assign*d rn th»r kind • f work* 

Vi still h«r» tfv.t *?ia today iVipla who h-.va b«ir. injurtd 
and cr.nn -t w rk in th* »uio ; in oxd.r t-' grt thi axtru fond rations and in 
ordo* t* g.rt th* m m/ ask t bi «npl-<y#3 cb va gr und wild nv»n n>m, in tha 
yacr 19^ j th«y cr* aaployad with light w rk, ab or- g.—und. 

Q* D-Ty-u rwcU. in tha coeacnd whiuh yu s»t up. assigning 
work t' mm wh - nly a is* a nths o-.fori had such injuri-s as o'sipound 
fractuns, c'ap-und fracturs «f ltft l.g. and s*rsh-»d f-»t, nontuaLona -tf 
tha pilvia. fracturi f tha m Jtastaocal; 

I c naidar that iiiynsilOa. 

<-im Ur, Witness, I siyw yu N1-10W. which iu off ^r^d ns Pr^s»~ 
cuti r. ’vxhibit Blank. This is tha third ixhibiv. 'It till fill th-im n!3 
in* I rtf ar yut' tha list of nrn;s f tha dat* -f tha acoid-jnt, a:»d tha 
madiccl r .p'rt, and ask y-u wh -thir, sine: this lat'.ir ics wrJ.ttjn on 
Dicanb.-r 7, 19^*, wh -.th -r it was n *t a fact that bef-ra many ~f th i3i v -ry 
ssri-ias injuries c vld possibly hav s h*alid y -u w-:r: alriwdy assignirg di>- 
sat : s t‘ d~ w-rk? 
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*# 1 ?-s c nvi»v h 1 «;u£ 1.3=5 •: n*i*3>d ct ita* tin*. that thars 
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On this particular docunent, nay I ask y=u one further r-uestion* U1J.1 

you look at the fifth nan* down? It is prisoner innate 174634, an 

, l 

innate nc.:ad 3igsar. The date of the accident is 15 Koventer 1944. The 
date *f your letter, in *iich it is contained, is 7 Decanter — three 
weeks later, three weak* after the accident. Look at the injuries: 
comound facture of right forearn, bruise and henorrhage in the lunbar 
region. Do you think that after three weeks, with such an accident, 
that oeraon was ready for work! 

a. Tcu will understand that I regret this wry riuch, tut you nuet 
adnit that I could not exercise any Influence to stop this. 

•*. One lost question. Hr. witness. In paragraph 10 of your affidavit 
you state: "Ve were not in any contact with the auschwits nrin canp, no 
the can? of Tueroten and Janina was ada inistared by a special branch 
agency," Now, Mr. witness, was that special branch agency the Concentration 
Canp itonovltz? 

A. Yes. 

MR. MDBK0T7: Thank you. No furthor -uestions. 

DR. FULCHSNER: lb further <tuestlons to the witness; 

• s 

DR. SEIDL: Soldi for Duerrfeld. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. SEIDL: ’ 

Just one question concerning your last reply, Mr. witness. You 
wore asked whether the eauo was adn ini stored ty the Concentration Canp 
Monowitz and you answered that -mestion. Is it correct that the Concen¬ 
tration canp Konowit* was the highest authority, adn ini strati on for all 
forty workers canoe which were districted throughout the industry in 
Upoer Silesia? If you cannot answer with yes or no, just explain it. 

• A. I cennot say that all forty carps of Upper Silesia were adninistored 
there, but. I do know that canp of honowitx locked after the branch cnnpo 
of Auschwitz. I assure of neighboring nines, the Fuerotaagnibe, Pless 


and several other corps 
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16. fZ3t?j. Ihank you. 

K?.» Ktassani Xo forth*? f-.-osilOib. 

7?i COji'SSIOKEu: I? thara nr* no farther -ua-.tionB, th* tfaxii 
vixl cv is r.-tape lintil t*a c alook ttn<rr>v. 

(In.. Iiibunnl ail journal until 2b -pril IJ40. -iv. IDOO hour a. 5 
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OFFICIAL TRADSCRI 1 CT KYLET HY SRIBbHAL VI CASE SI 
IS TEE hAITSR 07 T?S US!TED STATES 07 AMERICA. 

AG. UST EARL KRAUCH, ET AL, “E7ISDASTS, SITTIIC AT 
SUBSBERG. 0ERHAKY, 05 APRIL 28, 1948, .IUSTICE 
SHAKE PRES ID I EG. 

THE M ARSHAL : Person* in tha c ourtro<E will please find their seats. 

Tha Honorable tha Judges of Mllltery Tribunal VI. 

Military Tribunal VI la now in session. God save tha United Stataa 3 
of After ica and this Honorable Tribunal. 

Thara will be order in the Court. 

THE PRESIDES!: You nay reuort, Mr. Marshal, 

THE MARSHAL: May it olease your Honor«, all of the defandanta are pre- 
aent in the Courtrooa eave the defendants Haefligor and Hoerlein absent 
due to illness, and tha defendants Erauch, Gajowski, Buetefiach, Jnehne, 
and Qatar absent excused. 

THE PRESIDES!: Are there any nnnouncenanta froo counsel; fron the 
Defenso? 

IS.KELTS: (Counsel for the defendant Dr. Hoerlein): M r . President, 

I vent to the Ifccuaent Rooo yestorday to get the docunonta which woro 

oertly stricken during the course of this trial, and on that occasion 

I also asked for tha docunents which ware not received into evidence 

~N 

or which wore rejected. I found out that all of those docunents reoained 
unchanged in tha docuaent rooo. Just as they were on the first day. 

Since I believe these docunents to be the authentic baslo for y jut 


Judgnent, and for your findings, and since they are also inoortant for a 



Dossible later check, and for the 
be oroper to nake sure that 
docunents that 
to that effect, and that 
it should be indicated, 
or what extant they ware 
Yesterday, I handed in to 


riting of history, I believe it would 
not accented, or tho 
notice on the original 
pertly stricken 
adnitted into evidenc 

to that - 


in which I asked that the Tribunal be kind enough to conply with this 
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remiest, which would support historical truth; that your Honors issue a 
ruling that the docunents should ha given the proper indication on their 
face. 

It would be in accordance with a just trial, that on those docunants 
which are contained in the docunent books of the Prosecution, which were 
net introduced, bit which nevertheless are still in the docunent roco 
today, a note to that effect should be attached, 

THa PRiSIDiNT: I an not sure. Dr. *elte, whether I gat the inoort of 
all that you have said, but perhaps this nay be appropriate: The docunent 
roon is a depository of docunents. The record of docunents in this case 
ere the records in the Secretary General's office. *11 docunants that 
have been introduced in evidence, all docunants that hrve avan been offered 
in evidence, all docunants that have been narked nerely for identification, 
belong in the files of the Secretary General, and I think and nseuoo 
that the f ilder or at least the record discloses the situation with 
respect to each d;cuaent. 

Prinarily ve are unconcerned about the docunent rooo. Thnt is another 
agency that serves the Court by acting as a depository for cortain 
documents; but after oil, the docunents about which we are concerned are 
those thet cone into the cuurtrooa, that are given a nunber, and thereby 
bec*:e a part of the files of he Secretary General's office pertaining 
to the trial of this cose. 

Ve will look ot your notion when it cones in, and if there is any 
Irregularity or uncertainty about it, we will undertake to try to strnighton 
that detail out.. 

HP. SHliCHER: Dr. Veit* was sneaking not of the.court archives, 
apparently, but of the document roan of the Prosecution staff, where he 
has been in connection with this recent notion which we are fulfilling. 

THZ PRLSIDZ5T:- I think thet that perhaps is the cause of the confusion, 
if there be confusion. After all. Dr. Helte, the records of the docunents 
that are used in this court, are the files of our Secretory General, and 
ve are unconcerned about the so-called docunent roa except insofar os 
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It is a depository fcr certain docunents. The records of this caso aro 
the files in the office of the Secretary General, and I believe that' if you 
will nake inguiry you will find that th-/se records are being oroperly 
preserved and identified, and that the records of that office disclose 
the situation with respect to each docunent. 

I so cuite sure that if that is not true it is a pure oversight or an 
error, which will be readily corrected. If it is called to our attention. 

DB. KELT!: Hr. President, I was nerely concerned with trying to prevent 
the docunents suboitted to you, which are now in the possession of the 
Secretary General, diverglng froo those docunents that are in the docunent 
rooo, which after all on tain the originals for those docunents of which 
ycu nre given oopies. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Seltej oerhaos your confusion is due to what you 
coll "originals". V* have obsorved in the course of this trial that ordi¬ 
narily what we regard as the original docunent is a photostat of the 
docunent. In nost cases that is true* we have oboerved that in the files 
that have gone across our desks. 

Strictly, they are aot, but for the ^xrposes of this trial they hnve 
been so treated, because they have been verified as copies of the original, 
and we have accepted then as the docunents. 

Now, it well nay be that you find in the docunent centIJr a photostat 
of the sane docunent that is in evidence, or has been offered here, but 
for our purposes, the original docunent is the docunent in the hands of 
the Secretary General, - at least until there has been sene objection, 
and the Tribunal has deternined otherwise — so I think your confusion 
is due to the fact that the Secretary General in effect is what sone of 
us are accustoaed to call-the Clerk of the Court, and his files are the 
files of this Court. The docunent center is an agency of the adninistratl 
office that has custody of docunents not only for this Tribunal but for cl. 
of the Tribunals, and it well nay bi that ycu find duplicates down ther 
in that office that they regard as originals for their purpose, that do 
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not reflect vhat has he-r^aned in the case, tout if ycu go to the Secretory 
General's office or check on his files, I believe that you will find that 
the docunents that have toeen offered in evidence here, for any punise, 
are in his files and that his files will indicate the situation with 
reenact to the documents. 

Let the natter ness until ve get your notion. Dr. *elte, and we will 
date mine whether or n^t there has toeen any uncertainty or irregulatiry 


about it, and if there is, we will reaedy it 


pronptly« 


DR. HLLTL: "r. President, I nereiy ask to be nernitted to exolain 
that ny sug-:esti on was an attannt to or event the files ef the Secretory 
General differing fron those which you are going to consider. For ourposd 
of writing history sccebody night possibly take the files which are in 
the hands of the Secretary Oeneral at nresent, end then a historical 
untruty night arise which we havo already toeen able to otaerve in the cnee 
of the well known 5 letters about the 150 Polish venon, which wero considorod 
evidence and published for the general public on the tnoio of naterlal 
that was in the hands of the Secretary General. 

THE COURT: Very well, Dr. *elte, as soon as we havo your notion 
we will scrutinize it carefully, end if there is any uncertainty In our 
nleds or in your about it we will confer with you infornolly and take 
whatever action is necessary to nnke the records reflect vhat has happened 
In this case. 

Are there any other announcements? 

Anything free the Prosecution? 

‘iB. SrtlSCHZR: Jir. President, in connection with compliance with your 
ruling of last Ihnrsday, over half of the SI docunents have been separated 
pnd without exception those that are derived fron Farben files up to that 
point have been deposited in Rood 413 end are available to the DefenBO. 

IKS PS2SIDLXT: Vary well, if there ore no further announcements, counsel 
nay proceed with the exanination of the defendant. 
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DR. HTJiS KUGLEH - Resumed 

* 

DIRECT EXAkINATICN - Continued 

BY DR. HENS* 

Q. Dr. Kugler, wo loft off yestordey at the following subject* 
You were describing the reasons why Farben was intorosted in the fete 
of the Aussig-Falkenau plants. Have you anything furthor to add to 
this point? 

A. I said yesterday that the worry that the international mar¬ 
ket system might be disrupted was caused particularly by tho foar that 
third pertios night interest thonsolves in tho dyestuffs production of 
the Pragor-Verein, and would take this enterprise outside of tho in¬ 
ternational market system, end thus do danago. 

In the Prosecution's evidence there is socao indication that at 
chat time, from circles of tho Sudoten-Cernan narty itsolf, intoroSt- 
ed parties raised thoir voices to acquire these plants. Actually, 
the Sudeton-Goman Party at tho end of Soptembor appointed the Tech¬ 
nical Commissar. Subsequently it was found that a brother-in-law of 
Konrcd Hcnloin, lrter tho Gauleiter of tho Sudoton Gru, was an omployco 
in tho Falkonau plant, and from that direction, too, certain difficul¬ 
ties later dovolopod that I shall talk about a little later in my ex¬ 
amination. 


In brief, the fear that outsidora night interest themsolvos in 
the plant was a little more than pure thoory. Undor such considera¬ 
tions, at any rate, it was decided at tho tine that the /.useig plant 
should not be permitted to fall into a vacuum. If wo took into this 
problem the Falkenau plant as well, and if the interest was not con¬ 
fined oorely to the dyestuffs field of tho Aussig plant, this was done 
because tho two plants wore closely connected, economically end organ¬ 
izationally. The dyestuffs factories in tho Aussig plant, by tho way, 
were not consolidated in one closed unit, but were distributed over 
tho entire area of the plant. In other words one could not do anything 



* 
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in the dyestuffs field that one did not also do in the chad cals field* 
The proof for the fact that Farben interested itself in the fate of the 
Aussig-Falkcaau plant only because of dyostuffs production can.be seen 
from the material presented by the Prosecution, 

I refer to Document NI 4016, which is Prosecution's Exhibit 1107 J 

on page 39 of the English, in Book 54. It is a lotter of t he fire of 

von Hayden to the Reich Ministry of Economics, dated 10 October, 1938; 

as can bo seen free the letter, representatives of the firm of von 

Hayden held a conference with tho Reich Ministry of Economics on 6 

October, end evidently during that discussion the Reich Ministry of 

Economics informed tho von Hoyden people about Farben 1 s nmtivos; and 

in his lettor to the Ministry von Hoyden refers to this information. 

Hoyden first gives the roasons why, in his opinion, Farbon should be 

0 

eliminated from the entiro transaction, and then he goon on to say, I 
quote from pages 38-39'of the Document Book 54, in tho Gormans "Tho 
sane applies to othor major enterprises of tho Gorman chemical indus¬ 
try, should thoy acquire influence over Aussig plants, the raoro so 
since almost all of them have some connection with,Farbon, eithor 
personally or officially. On the othor hand the Chomischo Fabrik 
von Hoyden is tho right and proper firm to take ovor the plants of the 
Aussig-Voroih". 

e 

I continue in tho next paragraph, and I quotes 

"The dyestuffs sector of tho Aussig-Voroin dees not constitute an 
edequato mason for giving I. G. Frrbun proferonce in obtaining tho 
Czech interests in tho Voroin", 

And then free tho last paragraph on page 38 - that is on pago 41 • 

of the English - I quotes 

"We, for our part, do not intend to compete with Farbon in tho 
field of dyostuffs. Wo pro prepared, rather, if the circumstances war¬ 
rant it, to cone to an agreement with Farben whereby its interests in 
the field of dyestuffs, including the international fiold, will in no 
way be prejudiced." 
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DR. HENZE: That quotation ia on page 2 of 




ginal of this document 


and page 3. 

Q. Now, Ur. Kuglor, please tell oe, briefly, why you were chosen 
when a coosdssar had to be appointed. 


A. I was Farter. 1 s choice especially because the interest of Par- 


ben was in the dyestuffs field. I was the director of the dyestuffs 
business of Farben in Czechoslovakia. I w^s familiar with tho operation 
of the international dyestuffs cartel, because I had helped in building 


it up. I was a member of the Special Coanisaion of tho Tripartite Car¬ 
tel, which conducted the negotiations with tho Pragor-Verein for tho 
execution of the Special .»groeaent of 1934, in constant negotiations 
several times a year in Prague or Vienna. I knew conditions in Ausaig 
rayoolf, from those discussions and negotiations. I was known in tho 
Ministry of Economics, from conversations about trado policies, cus¬ 
toms, and foreign exchange questions which came up in the courso of tho 
years, particularly about the relations of Germany with Czechoslovakia; 
thus the Reich Ministry of Economics any havo approved ay candidacy, 


sinco they themselves were interested in evoiding any omorgoncy, in 
thoso plants. 


Q. Did you yourself conduct the negotiations with tho Roich Minis¬ 
try of Economics for the appointment of a Commissar? 

A. No. , 

Q. Who did conduct them? 

A. Mr. von Schnitzler. 

Q. How did you learn about your appointment? 

A. As fer as I remoober, during the latter days of Septombor, Dr. 
ter Haar called no on tho telephone from Berlin - I wes in Frankfurt - 
and told no that the Reich Ministry of Economics had agreed, on prin¬ 
ciple, with the appointment of such a Coaoissar, and he said that I 
should expect to be appointed. 

I further reoenber that on September or 1 October, 1938, the Reich 
Ministry of Economics, either Mr. Mulort or Mr. Hoffmann, called me on 
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the phone and asked no to coco to Berlin to rccoivo ray inatructiona are1 

$ 

subsequently start co cy tour of duty. 

Q. Of what nature were these instructions? 

A. The instructions m»re rs I have already indicated, when I ex¬ 
plained the basic idea of the coecissariat. I was given tho mission 
of operating tho plant for tho party concerned, objectively end neu¬ 
trally, to keep tho threo mines, - 2 noar Aussig and a largo ono near 
Falkenau - and to it that the more than 400,000 enployoos should havo 
thoir work secured. 

Q. Did you have any misgivings about accepting such a position 
at the time? m 

A. I admit quite frankly that that was not so. No, qy answer 
is frankly "No". 

Q. From tho point of view of 1947 or '48, tho Prosocution may 

perhaps consider the evonts in the Sudoton Gau as a link in a chain 

which begins in the spring of 1938 and which terminates somotimo in 

• 

'43 or '44 with the occupation of sooo other European countries by 
German troops. Howovor, I believe qy mission at tho time and qy de¬ 
cision to accopt this mission mat be viewed under tho circumstancos 
as thoy presented themsolves to mo at tho timo. 
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A. (Gont'd) 

ATtor weeks and months of negotiations of an international nature, 
orj the basis of agreements under internattonal law, the Sudetonlend 
became Reich Goman torritory. -ifter the tensions of the previous time 
in the Sudeten torritory, I was under the impression that the old busin¬ 
ess management would not be in a position, at least during e transitory 
period, to operate theso plants from Frfigue, and to operate them in such 
a manner as would be desirable in the interest of tho large staff, I 
have explained why I was chosen. I did not compete or push myself for¬ 
ward. 

A further reason for ny decision to accept is that an internation¬ 
al government committee had been appointed for all questions arising 
from the territorial changos to which the Aussig Commissariat was also 
known. In other words, I could not very well doubt tho logality of 
the international settlementj nor could I dony it; and I could not doubt 
tho right of tho government to appoint a civilian to a public offico. 

If I-had refused this would havo constituted a demonstration such as tho 
world did not make rt tho time agrinst Hitlor. 

Q. When did you start in your office as Comissar? 

A. On October 1938# in Berlin, I recoivod my mission personally 
from tho Reich Ministry of Economics. On Octobor I drovo in a car which 
Farben had mndo available to me from Borlin by way of Dresden to Kar¬ 
lovy Vary (Karlsbad); end on 5 Octobor, for tho first timo, I was in the 
Felkennu plent. Tho handing ovor of the Sudeten Cau to Germany was car¬ 
ried out by stages. Tho rogion around Chob (Borland) whore Falkonau • 
was located, was one of tho first stages. 

q. When did you arrive in Aussig (Ustl)? 

A. Aussig (Usti) was in’a part of tho Sudotcn-Gcrnan territory 
that was handed ovor at a later time. It was handed ovor on 9 October. 
On 10 October I arrived in Aussig in tho ovoning, cooing from Drosdon; 
and on 11 October in tho morning I entered the factory for tho first 
time. I consider this exact chronological order important, particularly 
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because in the Prosecution*s evidence incorrect assertions wore Bade by 
affiants, one of them being that on the morning of 10 October I had al¬ 
ready given wild speeches and had looked on *iile people were beaten or 
arrested. 

Q. When did you cake any speeches at all during your activity in 
Aussig (Usti)? 

A. I could not hold regular speeches, first because I was muct 
too busy, and also because it was not conaensurato with ny character 
and attitude. The entrios in «y diary at the tine have been proaorved, 

and therefore I an able to tell you exactly when I delivered a speech 

o • 

in Au39ig # 

I made a speech for the first tine on 9 November 1938, when I adl 
dressed the technical and cocnercial office employees in Aussig, and 
when I, so to speak, introduced qyself with thia short address. Tho 
second tine I spoke was on 17 December 1938 to the entire staff of tho 
Aussig plant. And on a December 1938 I talked to all tho onployeos 
of the Falkenau plant. The iaaediate cause for theao speochos was tho 
Brunner Case, which I shall deal with later. The purposo of the latter 
two mowings was to appeal to the people's consciences and to achlevo, 
once and for all, the stopping of work at cross purposes and political 
disputes. Finally, I spoke on 19 January 1939 in Aussig, but that was 
only a brief speech; the rest of the speech was given by Mr. Ley, who 
was visiting the Sudeten Gau at the tine and had stopped over in Aussig. 

Q. Would you please give a brief report how on your activity as 
a Coanissar. 

I have already indicated what the task and mission was, the 
operation of the plant for the interest of the party concerned. Even 
during normal times the operation w>uld have involved a number of 
actions and duties for, after all, together with the mines there were 
five enterprises and more than 5,000 eaployeos and workers. .The abnor¬ 
mal conditions caused additional difficulties that wore unforoseoablo. 

From the hu m a n point of view, one oust take into accout that a 
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political tension, which had lasted for approximately twenty yewf, be¬ 
tween Czechs and Germans began to dissolve - a tonsion which had pasucec^ 
dram^Ug proportions during the last months and weeks. For the rest ? 
traffic, coaaunicationS| and gther public utilities and sorvices were 
disrupted and only started to operate again slowly. 

I would not be able to give you a rounded-out picture if I des¬ 
cribed briefly to you ay duties and field of work. Toddescribo then 
in dotail would take* up too njch of the Tribunal's time, especially in 
view of the decision of the Court of 22 April; thorofore, I want to find 
a way out by referring to a final report that I rendered in May 1939 to’ 
the Reich Ministry of Economics, after I had completed ray activity as 
Commissar and after I had recuperated somewhat from ray worries. 

Q. We aro going to introduce tjiia report, Ur. Kuglor, but before 
that I want to apeak about a few details of your activity. Sovoral doc¬ 
uments were offered in Book 54, Exhibits 1118, 1119 and 1120, tho con¬ 
tents of which is to tho effect that you aro chai-god with having simply 
thrown oUt Czech citizens and Jews foroorly living in tho Sudeton-Corman 
territory. 

A. In answering the previous question I have alroady roforred to 
the gonoral sentiment that prevailed in the Sudotcnland at tho time, as 
the result of previous tensions. 

Tho final 3cttleoont of tho Sudeten problom in tho fora of its in¬ 
corporation into tho Reich caused the German population of those areas, 
at the time, to bo "drunk with Joy," so to speak. I boliovo I can say 
that without too much pathoa. On tho other hand, tho non-Gorman parts 
population who had remained in the territory wero tho object'of 
negative phenomena of such revolutionary times. Tho peoplo who had con¬ 
sidered theosolves oppressed Up to that time turned against thoso whom 
they considered - rightly or icongly - their oppressors. 

Old personal differences and disputes wero unearthed. Statements 
which someone cay have cade years ago were again thrown open to discus¬ 
sion. One person was accused of having sent his children to a Czech 
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school; another was reproached for once displaying a Czech flag of par¬ 
ticularly large proportions. In the Egerlsnd, the area around Cheb 
where Falkenau is located, the Geraan character of the population was 
particularly pronounced; the differences in that area were less fre¬ 
quent, but they were particularly severe. I shall come back to that 
point when I speak about the Brunner Case. 

In the Auasig region, which is located farther to the East, a con¬ 
siderable increase inthe Czoch part of the population oould be noticed 
in the course of the years. The Czech Government deliberately support¬ 
ed tho increase of the Czech influence in that area during tho later 
years. The Prager Verin, beginning with the 1930,'s brought more end \ 
moro Czech personnel to Aussig. Another factor in tho Aussig atmos- 
phore was that on the bridge ovor the Eibo a Sudoton-Gorman was shot by 
Czoch troops on the day *on that area was turnod over to tho Germans 4 
The died man was buried as a national horo ono or two days after ray ar¬ 
rival. 

In brief, it was a boss, and in addition to all other tasks, togeth¬ 
er with the throo oen I had brought along from Frankfurt or Berlin, I 
had to seo to it that human and political passions did not cause a hulla¬ 
baloo in tho plant. I believe that I can say for raysolf that I was fblo 
to achieve this. 

Q. Ur. Kugler, 70 U gpvo a general description; but you haven't an¬ 
swered ray question yet. Will you ploasu bo kind enough and answer tho 
quostion about tho document mentioned a short whilo ago? 

A. First I want to deal with the text of the dismissal lottors which 
are contained in Exhibits 1118 and 1120 . These soon interesting and en¬ 
lightening to no in connection with your question. Tho wording of those 
lettor3 was deliberately drafted by me and ay technical associate Brunner 
in such a way thrt none of the recipients could be considered dismissed. 
The people concerned were suspended fTocs service and made available to 
the Prague Directorate General; their salary was paid up to the end of 
October 1938. 
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0* Did you oi* your technical Commissar colleegue select those em¬ 
ployees that were to be transferred to Prague? 

A. I cannot properly answer your question in that for®. In the 
plants and mines German eaployees' councils were formed immediately. 
These employees' councils submitted lists to the management of those 
employees and workers who they considered should be eliminated. As a 
rule, these lists had been arranged with the now local party organiza¬ 
tion. These party organizations in turn, named suspect persons to tho 
management* 

In Exhibit 1119 of tho Prosecution it is pointed out that tho ac¬ 
tion was going on, and I quo tot __ 

"Undor tho supervision of tho coopstont party agencies." 

The pressuro was intensified Mum it bocamo known that tho Praguo 
Directorate, again in conseouenco of tho political tension, was under¬ 
taking an action in the opposite direction. Gorans or Sudeton-Gor- 
mans who wjrkod in Prague or in plants in tho remaining part of Czech¬ 
oslovakia woro dismissed by tho Prague Directorate Gcnoral, or et loast 
urged to resign. Already on 13 Octobor tho first omployoos from othor 
parts of Czechoslovakia arrivod at Aussig and reported to tho rannago- 
oen^ and asked whothor we couldtako them in. 

The Prosecution's affiant, Dr. Basch, in Document NI-13556, on 
Page 10 of tho Gorman t oxt, second paragraph, confirms what I have Just 
said. What is not correct in this description is that tho Praguo action 
was intended, so to spot*, aa a reprisal for tho Aussig action. For 13 
October would havo been a little early for realizing such r reprisal. 

It was my task and tho ta.sk of my colleague Brunnor, together with 
the moderate elements among the employees and in nevor-onding negotia¬ 
tions with the party pgencies, to try to see to it that these things did 
not somersault. Our air was to hare this whole matter sottled by effec¬ 
ting an exchange of porsonnol. 

Q. When you say "exchange of porsonnol" do you mean the repatria¬ 
tion of the Germans free Prague into the Sudeton-Ccraan territory and the 
transfer of the Czechs from the Sudeten-Goraan territory to Praguo? 

12634 


28 April-LKU-Ji-l-S tone (Xat 2 ) 
Court 6, Case 6 


• A. Yes, that was the way it was carried out in practico. Tho 
list of sen transferred froo Aussig to Prague, who are mentioned in 

9 

Prosecution'8 Docunont HI-11376, Exhibit 1120, can bo ccc pared with 
a list of persons disaissed by Prague and taken in by Aussig or 
Falkcnau. A compilation of tho figures of this oxchango of porsonnol 
is also contained in the final report to tho -inistry of Economics, 
dated 26 Ifcy 1939, which I havo already mentioned. At tho end of 1930 
I had taken in approximately 80 poraons fraa Prague and employed 
them oithcr in Aussig or in Falkonau. 

Q. Crimps you will say a few words on this point: Did Czech 
citizens or persons of Jewish descent still rcuain in Aussig and 
Falkcnau? 

A. Yos. Brunner and I succeeded in retaining a number of pooplo 
and in ovading tho pros sure that care fren tho oaployo-s and fraa 
party ogoncios. - 

Tho forcer retired Director of Aussig was a half-J ot. His 

• 

son remained in tho plant. Tho chief lawyer was married to a Jewess, 

and ho reuained in tho plant. Furthermore, a nunbor of puoplo remained 

who wero said to have pro-Czoch tendencies, beginning with tho Aussig 

Plant Director itouuom and tho Prokurist Sc.tddt, wlioso signatures 

appear on Prosecution's Exhibit 1118. 

• * 

After all the events of those times, I would say concerning tho 
offocts of this Cooiissaria* from tho human point of view, tho faot 
that a correcting mitigating influcnco uas present fraa Germany proper 
prevented nuch suffering, much harshness, and much injustice. 

Q. Hr. Kuglcr, you have referred several .times to tho fate of 
your collcaguo and co-cocxrissar Brunner. I believe it would be appro¬ 
priate if you could say a few words about that now. 

A. Until the time of the Anschluss, Engineer &-unncr was plant 
director of tho Prager Veroin in the Falkcnau plant. Cortain Sudeton- 
Gorman circles suggested him as the technical ccesmissar instead of 
- . .• 12635 
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Dr. Wurstor. Ifc was appointed as such. Already during tho first 
weeks of our joint activity opposition could bo folt in the FaUccnau 
plant. Ha was reproached with having Jerri dh friends, and ho sya- 
pathized rrith Czechs; Sudeten-Gernan pressure bocamo so sovero that 
the Roich l&nistry of Econcdcs, approximtoly in tho oiddlo of 
Novonber 1938, recalled Brunner free the position of Ccandssar, 
assigned to oc tho solo onnageoent, and left Brunnor as qy assistant 
for technical advico. 

Tho cenpaign against Ur. Brunner did not stop, howovor. In tho 
Folkonau Plant approxinatoly 600 affidavits v/oto colloctod to provo 
tho chargos against Hr, Bnmner. 


12636 


28 Aprll-LK!j-?-^-15.11s (Katz) 
Court 6, Caso 6 


Tho operation in Falkcnau was colored by tho fact that tho brothcr- 
of Konrad Ifcnloin was working in tho plant. 

I collected c cun tor-affidavits. I negotiated with the party 

♦ I i 

agencies in Reichenborg and F a lkenau. I presented the evidence that 
I had collected. 

The ansrror that 1 was given during one of these negotiations 
was as folltxra: We are not concerned with justice or injustice. 

./hetiior ir. Drunnnr goes or whether he regains is a political question." 

The Aufsichtsrat of the new firm, Chcaischo Werko Aussig- 
Falkenau, K.-irossod its confidence in It. Dru.»ner, particularly 
because of rg* rcco.i»ndations and judgment. 

Vfhen, on 1 larch 1939, I resigned from the Ccasiasariat and 
turned over tho plants to the new owners, it. Brunner was appointed 
as plant leader b 7 no, or at least he was naaod as such in the pub¬ 
lications. 

A few days thereafter the Gestapo arrested Ur. Brunnor upon 

# 

instigation of the ..eichenberg party agencies. l!r. von Schnitzlor and 
Oeheimrat Jungel, of the Choaische Fa'orik von Hoyden, went to Reichcn- 
borg as a result and negotiated with Oauloitor Honloin. A compromise 
wao agreed upon. Another gentleman, a Reich Gorman, became plant 

0 ^ 

leader. Tnoro was no othor Sudeten-Gerran canidate. 

IX. Ik-iL-ncr was released from custody. lie had to tako a loavo 
lasting several nonths. Ho was then pcr.dttod to return to Aussie 
as an ordinal? employee to start work there; and lie and tho firm 
had to obligato Uieuselves that he would never again enter Fulkenau, 
the place wlicre ho had worked for twenty jeors. • 

I Ixave gone into detail in the amnner caso because it seems to 
illustrate, at aleast in sy opinicn, all tha events that took place at 
that tine. Unfortunately I cannot prove tlx? Brunner case with the 
assistance of any documents, for the filo in which I collected all of 
thses happenings cannot be found. It is one of those files that was 
not transferred to Griesshein: we discussed this matter with the 
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Prosecution in September. The file also contained the objection by 


telegraph of tiio Reichenberg party agencies to the Aufsichtsrat of 


the Cheaischo Works and a letter free the G a uleitung of the Party or 
the Geruan Labor Front to the Aufsichtsrat, in which they complained a 


about ne because of ny attitude in the Brunner case. 

Q. Ur. Kuglor, a short while ago you mentioned an international 
ccegdttoe that was appointed to settle the disputes that night arise 


from the seoossion of the Sutietcn-Geman territory. 

A. Several coanittees wore appointed for boundaries and other 
questions, Tho ono I nean ccoodttee B for economic and financial 
questions. It was under the chairmanship of Ambassador Ritter, and 


onon it thoro wore ropresontod Great Britain ty UacGowan, France by 

. * 

Attache Arts and Consul Baudier, Germany by Herr von Lkikebon, 
Cxochoslovalda ly I&nistor Poroutka, and Italy was also ropresontod. 


Q. PI0.150 toll mo, was this c emit too consulted regarding your 
cocnlssar aotivity? 

A. Tea. I boliovo it was in October 1938 that I had a conver¬ 
sation in Berlin with the Gorman do lego to, I explained to him tho 


emergency which had arisen in the plants under my chargo bocauao 
materials noccssary for tho operation of tho plant, such as olectordos, 
had boon evacuated and dismantled. Tho Aussig Plant also had hardly 
any railroad cars far transporting acids and alk a l is. Those woro 

a 

railroad cars owned by the plant which had boon transferred to tho 
interior of tho country.by order of the Prague directorate before 


tho area was bonded over 

I aslxid tiiat ay efforts be supported, that the Prague directorate 
should bt least turn over the material that was noccssary for tho 

s 

Immediate operation of tho plants. Such questions were under the 
jurisdiction of that ccemittca. 

To illustrate tho situation I may pcriiaps quote a short pas sago 
froa tho prosecution«s Docuacnt NI-13556. That is tho affidavit of tho 
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foraar director general, Dr. Basch, who -mentions this subject. I 
quote freu pego 13 of the German text, tho end of the first paragraph: 
"In the Liunich agrccacnt of 29 September 1930, which was signed ty 
Germany, Italy, Groat Britain, and Franco, it was stipulated that all 
plants in tho territory to be occupied by tho Go mans should rcani.n 
intact and that all materials should retain thcro. &it I gavo exactly 
tho contrary instructions to the so plants; with tho assistance of tho 
Czech government wo took out everything fren thoso two plants that 
ono could possibly toko away — even machines woro transported away. 
Farbon iaiow of this, and it was discussed during tho conference, but 
no sorious attempt was cade to onforco tho return of the evacuated 
material and oquipnont." 

Q. Ur. Kuglor, I considor it important to find out free you 
whothor this corxdttco declared itsolf to be coapotont for this mat- 
tor and whothor it oado a factual resolution about this matter. 

A. Tho coesaittoo doclarcd itsolf competent for ay roquoat. Ur. 
von Uokobon took up negotiations with Initiator Poroutka. Ikit tho, 
ontlro actiai cano to nought bccauso a few w~oks lator tho nogotia- 
- tions of tho Pfagor Voroin started with tho tiro Gorman firms. Tho 
purchasing contract was concluded on 7 November 1938: and after that 
agreement was concluded somo of tho material was returned. Railroad 
cars woro loaded to us by Go rainy, and tho original difficulties 
wore provisionally sottlod. 

Q. You did not learn of any actual decision of tho conmittoo 
because — 

A, Tho developments supcrsccdcd tho original roquost. 

Q. Did you discuss thoso difficulties directly with tho manago- 
ment in Prague? 

A. Yos. About the boginning of November, during a conference 
in Prague, General Director Dr. Basch infonod >ao that President FToi.- 
tho Chiof of tho Zivr.o Bank in Prague, intended to take up a number o:‘ 
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questions with tho Government Coersittoo, They- nero to refer partly 

to the basio question of tho appointojnt of a cereal ssarlat) as Hr. 

Bosch told ao, and partly to cortqin questions of cy tour of duty* 

# • 

On 5 Hovenber 1938 — tho conference with IS*. Basch took place on 
It November — I informed the Roich i&nistxy of Economics, as a matter 
of precaution, about this pioco of information. I roquosted of tho 
Ministry of Economics that if such a complaint vroro lodgod I should . 
havo a cbanco to justify tysolf. 

For tho roat, hoirovor, I asked President Proiss, during ny next 
prosonco in Prague, to grant no an interview about this affair. That 
talk took .ilaco on 22 Hoveabor 1936# with four paoplo participating— 
namely, President Proiss, Dr. Dvoracck (nho was on tho witness stand 
hero). Dr. Bp.sch, and mo. It is tho sano confcronco about which 
you cross-oxcminod tho witnoss Dvoracck hero, and tho samo conforonoo 
roforred to inty filial ropert of 26 lay 1939 to tho Roich Ministry 
of Sxonotxics. 
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• 4 . Please describe this conversation in Prague briefly 

A. I axplainod and ^-for.'.cd those ;--rcscnt about the various points 
that tlioy woro coe^laining about. The oonfcrcnco ended by President 
Proias expressing his saticfacticn with ny explanations, he said 
8 one thing liko this: “You uzy saxjtlixs have acted a little conservat¬ 
ively, but you alleys acted correctly." I answered him: "Tho roasen 
why I asked for this conference uac to hear you say that." 

V/hen wo parted that owning, President Preiss told bo, in tho prosonco 
of tho othor two gontlcocn, in his kind and Jovial aannor: “Look «»ro, 

I an an old nan. Since 1914 I have c:^oricncod a nuabor of political 
upheavals. Lot no, tho old nen, give you, the young non, a pioco of 
advice. Hover again accept such an ungrateful job." 

Tho description of this caifcrcnco uay corroborate tho spirit in 
which tho negotiations wore oxiductod. How right tho old gontlouon ms 
in his opinion of such positions I loaraod in its full import only ton 
years lator, however. 

Q. llr. Kuglor, I not; turn to aooothing clso. Approximately '.ulf 

aii hour ago you nontioncd tiic integration of tho Aussig dyestuffs 

production :dth tho International D;-ostuffs Cartol. /as tho international 

• 

cartol informed of the changes which took placo in the autuan of 1930, 
and how did tho motors of tho cartel react? Did tho Swiss cr tho 
French or tho British oxpross any doubts about their logality, ,-nd did 
thoy, as a result, refuse to discuss those changes with Farbon? 

A. Ho, that was not tho ease. Tie tar-dyes plants in Aussig 
(Toerfarbenwerko Aussig) lias boon incorporated in karch 1939. Tlx: 
Toorferbonwerko Aussig were titc co.ujolidr.tion of those parts of tho 
Aussig plant which oanufacturod tar dyes. Tho Tccrfarbcnwcrkc Aussig 
wore a pure subsidiary of. Farbon, -..vile the Chaaischc forko Aussig-Falkonay 
wore oporatod fifty percent by Farben and fifty percent by von Hoydon. 
frying tlic lest mooting of tho cartel in Paris, before tho outbreak of 
war, on 21 June 1939, in the presence of the French, tho British, and 
tho Swiss — that is in the r uadripartitc cartel — all questions wore 
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discussed v'nich dealt nith tho cc- x-isition of the dyestuffs plant of tho 
Aussig plciit ijr ?erbcn, for tl-o cictanco of tho forxxr 3idc acroaaent 
'.ritji tog cartel end for t'uo oricntaticsi of tho cartel. You, I think, 
intend to offer tho three—jago .iirtoo of this tweting as Docu.cat 60, 

Dr. Kmzcj I believe fra: ti.oso idnutos it can bo soon rather clearly 
t'.at tie tiireo other perfetora in tie quadripartite cartel did not 
u“>rc33 tlic slightest doubt as to tl» legality of tho transaction or 
tie fairness of Pnrbon's activities. 

.. * It. Xuglcr, anof.ior rrcbjoct. You *.kjtc trustee and co..isoar 
until into 1939. Did yov. pcrticiacto in tixs purchasing negotiations 
of 7 !iovo i>or 1935 betiiocn tie P.r’vn aid Clcuischo Febrile vor. Koydon 
on t;.c o.:o bond and tho ?i\*.gor Voroin o.. tixi otiior 'and? 

a. Ho. as a trust*© ointod by tho Reich Linistry of 3oowx*ics, 

I had to ren-in neutral, ;.d accord!. iy I did net participnto in tho 
..ogotiatio-ia of 7 Koveuber 1935. 

T'.uit xcs tho ucotihg of tie re. rosontativos of tx Vorcin o;: tlio 
one .void ooid ro..rosontr.tivc3 of Per’ an, von Keyden, and tho Drosdner 3anlc 
on tho other bond* Thooc .,a-ytf.-.t: : .o.e lod to the basic agrccnor.t that 
t:.o t’.o plants bo sold. On tint <L\; tl» oo-c.-llod proliadnary ngrearwit 
■—*. concluded end t’.c .Atre’—so .rice - as fiivell; sot. 

..round the middle of ilovv-bo? tin Ministry of Sconaaics gave uo 
pc mission, \dicn the final agree. :o;:t ■ as being uorkod out, to hd.. t'.io 
group of Farben end von K-yden. T.ut -.cs do;»c. I participated in tie 
negotiations in Berlin in Docu bar 1S35, so to speak, as an expert on 
•uMig. I .Iso participated in tie final rein contract. 

Q. Frau tlic documents it cm be seen, ur. iiuglcr, tint yox*. yoursolf 
. <vdc application to the iiuistry of Tconctiics, that you should bo relieved 
of your duty, in .-art, at least, in orcar to participate in tie sc .A-rcaauc 
nogjtiations in Dee alter. 

a. That is correct. I did tint because I ;*a s neutral and bcc..uso 
I • anted to observe uy oxlgation. 

T.ct is a little ca.-tr-drctior. in itself. Cm you azplain tiiis 
contradiction? 
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A. Yc3. Immediately after tho ,-rclimnary contract of 7 Novcnbor 
193G xma concluded, Frankfurt end Dresden — that is, Farben and von 
Hoyden — called no on the telephone or wrote to no, requesting wo 
to give then certain infomation and to make availablo certain docuuonts 
to thaa. If ono looks at the final purchase agrocoont of December 1S3C, 
one can seo what a lot of uatorlal is \x>rkod out in it — descriptions 
for pagos, of real ostate, tines, tho establishment of quotas, of 
conventions, and so on. All of thoso wro data tint could bo obtained 
only from tho files in Ausaig. But my obligation to remain noutral 
precluded making availablo thoeo docuaonts. 

e 9 . • 

On the other tend I had to realise that tho main contract could not 

bo concluded unloss I ar.de those docuaonts availablo. I prouisod 

Frankfurt and Drosden. to presa.t dilocua to tho Economic Uinistry 

and to ask tho liinistry of Economics for a decision, and tho liinistry 

of Economics released mo to assist in working out tliis contract. 

• • 

•11. SPHECHSft: lir. President, Just before tho recess, if I night 

raiso Just ono point vith Tour Ibnors nhilo Dr. Kuollcr is horo. 

Wo have been having a groat problem together, end \io havo uorkod 
at it as a common problem, in getting tho corrections to tho transcript 
tj-pod. Hon, particularly in tho defer.so caso, sinco many of tho defend¬ 
ants know English so noil, they tevc aado a very large, substantial 
number of corrections, end I think .sost of then are vory good corrections. 
But no nill have to ask your assistance to souohow holp us in tho 
mechanical problem of getting too so tdcon care of. 

TKE PREsUEHT: Tory roll. fc will give sooc consideration ao to 
hou to accomplish that i/ith the least possible use of tine and help you 
to work out some prograu. ?;« Tribunal will now rise for its no min £ 
recess. 
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THE lARSI&Li The Tribunal is again in session. 

ER. TZMBIERt I ca representing Dr. B=rndt. Dr. Berndt asks that 
his client. It. limn, bo excused from this aftornoon*s session in 
ordor to be present during tho Coerdssioncr's hearing. 

THE HXSHE2.T: Very wollj that request is gran tod. 

Pardon ao Just a sdnuto, counsel. Dy. Buotofisch will bo 
• excusod fron attondance this aftomoan also. 

HAMS KICIO; — Rosuaad 
DIRECT EXAimiATIOH (Continuod) 

BI DR. HEilZE (Counsel for defendant Kuglcr): 

Q. Hr. Kuglcr, in another passage you liavo boon charged with 
having intervened on your am initiative in salon negotiations. 
Paragraph 95 of tho indictoont states tho following: 

A. :iay I interrupt ycu? I Bust add something to tho roport to 
tho Ministry of. Econcwics of tho 26th of ilay 1939 which wo have boon 
discussing boforo tho rocoss. I Bust nolco this rooark in ordor 
to avoid ilia understandings nhon Judging this roport of tho 26th of 

May 1939. 

Vfhon c ins tearing tho wording ono must toko into account that 
this roport was written in tho spring of 1939. Tho lottor was 
addressed to tho ministry of oconosdcs but I oust also oonstdor that 
this roport would bo made available to other official agencies — 
in particular. Party agoncios. 

If for instance, in anothet passage I urito that tho personnel 

of Aus3is was suspended frea scrvlco and wont to Prague and if, on 

tho other hand, I write that Gorxan personnel in Czechoslovakia ex- 

• 

pressed tho dcsiro to go to Aussig I phrased this knowingly in that 

nanner. We woro not interested in Baking ary subsequent trouble for 

tho Prager Vorein. Such difficulties, however, would have possibly 

arisen if I had written in this roport to tho Roich Ministry of Econo 

that tho Voroin had had tho intention and had roalizod it to expel 
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tha Ocraans frpa the rost of Csechoslavakia. 

I am only mentioning this oxanplo in order to avoid that this 
or other passages of the report would lead to nisundors tendings about 
attitudo and position. I hopo you will forgive as for interrupting 
you. 

Q. TTo woro spooking beforo about your participation in sales 
negotiations, I wanted to refer to anotlwr chorgo in this connection 
contained in the indictment, tbo charge that you as public commissar 
of the plants made a suggestion to the business managooent of tho 
Pragor Vorcin according to which tho plants woro to bo sold to F a rbon. 
Uay I ask you to state whethor that is in aocordanco with tho facta ? 

A. Vfith respect to this paragraph 95 of tho indictmont, I can 
only say that I did not particupatc in tho negotiations with rospeot 
to the salo of tho two plants. Tnat can bo scon from tho minutes of 
tho mooting on tho 7th of Noveabor 1938. It is stated in tho indict¬ 
ment that on tho 29th of October 1938 I negotiated in Prague about 
tho salo of the plants. That is in no nay corroct. On tho 29th of 
Octobor I was not in Prague. It is truo that I was in Prague boforo 
7 November— the date of tho preliminary contract. assignment of 
nocossity included tho ncod to got in truch with tho armor of tho 
plants, that is, tho Pragor Vorein. A number of quostions had to bo 
solved: the business manager*:nt, agrccront on tho tumovor, tho dis¬ 
posal of credits at hcoo and abroad, and so forth. Such quostions 
could only be solved by getting in touch with thoso pcoplo who 
woro tho logal owners and in that ease it was tho Pragor Voroin. 

As soon as tho tolophooo ccnnoctions between tho Sudetonland and 
Prague had been restored and once all the formalities had been sottlod 
with rospeot to crossing tho new border into Csochoslavakia, I wont 
to Praguo. 

The first c nfcronec with the Praguo General Diroctorato took 
place on tho 25th of October 1938. Tho Prosocution's affiant is tds- 
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tokpa if ho JTitcg HI-13556, on page 9 of tho Gorman toxtj I 
already in Prague os ibo 12th of October, That d±dn>£ gp so quickly. 
On tho Uth of November 1938 ay second conforenco in Praguo 
took placo. At both those cai foresees, uhich took placo before 
tho conclusion of the Berlin preliminary contract, and quite irre-- 
spcctivc of tho intervention of both Goraan firms pertaining to tho 
purchaso, I nado a number of egrooments nlth tho General Director a to 
in Prcguc. Those agreoa-nts, among others, concerned tho sale of 
tho products of tho Aussig and Falkenau production in tho territory 
v/hich still bo longed to Czechoslovakia. 

c. 
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Cn tho other hand, the Prague directorate ordored the Austig 
Sales Central Agoncy, which had boon formed by the commissars, to soli 
the products of tho Czoch factories in the new German territories. 
Furthoraorc, agreaionts wore vado with respect to tho settlement of 
tho foroign sales and disposal of supplies, outstanding credits, otd. 

Q Theso wore, thou, negotiations which wore necessary bo- 
cause tho Aussig and Falkoneu plants wero parts of the Voroin, tho 
directorate of which was in Prague. 

A Yos. 

Q Now, I shall cono back to ny original quostion. Did you 
participate in thoso negotiations on tho first and second visits, as 
tho indiotaont says, and did you discuss tho salo of thoso plants? 

A Neither during t!w first nor during tho socond conforo;>co 
did I, oithor on -gr oim initlativo or by order of Farbon or von Hoyden, 
discuss tho salo of tho plants »/ith ovon ono word. Among tho V’rosocu- 
tion's notorial 7 could find no docunont which sustains tho cssortion 
aado In tho indie too nt in any tray tfhatsoover. 

Q You Just mentioned that ycxi didn't do so "on your own 
initlativo." Am I to understand that tho othor side, tho Prnguo gontlo- 
oon, disevssod it? 

A I cannot say today uhothor Jho Praguo gontlcmon discussed 
tho fa to of tho plants in any tray. It is possiblo that thoso gontlomon 
made seme hints and wanted to hear soaotlSlng frcra no. You must tako 
into consideration that !!T. Dvoracok as woll as 1st. Itiellor von 
Ritschets have said in this coirtroaa that tho Prager Voroin it3olf 
had misgivings as to whothor it could continue to oporato tho plants. 

Tho Prosecution affiant Jtxollar ovon wont as for as to say that ac¬ 
cording to his rocoilection the first discussions with tho Pregor Voroin 
pertaining to a joint company took placo at Aussig. Sinco Aussig was 
occupied on 9 October by German troops, this conference mast bavo taker 
pl^oo at the ond of September or the beginning of October, because aftr 
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that thp rr^guo gcnoral ^eg^tc ros pg longer at Aussig. 

llr. Xuglor, I now *cnt to put a nunbor of quostions to 
you pertaining to the solos. When the eurchaso price was sot Airing 

I 

tho Hovaabor aocting, you woro not oresont, wore you? 

A fc ' 

Q But you woro inforjod afterwards, woro you not? 

A Yos. That was nscossary. I ’.td to bo inforood about 
tho dotaila of the prices and about tho fom of tho payment, boccuso 
thoso dotaila wont like a rod throad through tho negotiations for 
tho naln contract as troll aa throirh tho lator execution and handling 
of tho contract. A nuabor of those dotails which I loamod lator 1 
sot dorm in an affidavit prepared at tho roquost of llr. Rudolf, a 
nonbor of too Frankfurt staff of tho Prosocution, in February 19U7, 
boforo 1 was orrestod for tho second tino. In drawing up this affid¬ 
avit, 7. fsvs IJacllor (of tho Frankfurt staff of tho Prosocution) 
on 18 Fobrviry 19U7 copios of too state xints which I aado in tho 
suntwr of 19U5 for tho Bornstoin Cosaittoo, which oxaplainod tho 
ontiro contract structure in dotail. I nontion tho latter by tho 
way. T/o forowont tho introduction of these tiro documents. 

Q I should oncu uoro liko to discuss briefly with you 
how tho purchase price was fixed. According to what you have said 
just near, you should bo ablo to yivo us, in addition to whrt you 
havo already said, cn over-all picture. 

A Both pertnors arrivod at tho ?'ovo*or aootings with 
cortcin idoas of what price was to bo as’xod and what price was to 
bo offorod. These ideas at first wore probably somewhat far apart. 

In order to get s<»o firm greund, as it wore. Dr. von Schnitzlor 
suggested to start out from certain oxporienco. Those rules of ex¬ 
perience in ovaluating chcnical plants as “going concerns," say that 
in an onterpriso where mixod organic and inorganic production is 
carried exit the capital is turned over about once a yoar. That is 
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to say, the yoarly tumovor is approximately in correspondence >rith 
the invostod capital, which in turn noons the value of tho ontor- 
priso as e going concern. Tho Vorein accoptod -hia prooosol and 
prosontod its turnover figuros. Tho dotails aro containod in Docu- 
nent Xugi«.r 57, which you will introAico. This is tho affidavit 
which I drew up for »ir. Itudolf. In view of tho Tribuml's ruling of 
22 April, I can bo rcletivoly briof. I rofor to tho list in this 
Affidavit, and I should liko only to explain two nattors in order to 
oake this list understandable to you, so that you nay understand 
tho figuros appoaring therein. 

Of tho untiro turnover of 320 aillion crowns :aontionod 
by tho Voroin, a dodiction of 20 nillions is Bftdo for coal tumovor. 
I should liko to explain that dnAiction and connoct it with tho 
addition of 50 Billion for coal and nines. A coal mino cannot bo 
evaluated according to tho soao principle — turnovor equals in- 
vostod capital. Coal, which is buriod bonoath tho oarth has not 
tho saao valuo it acquiros whon it is roody for salo. Coal which 
I dig ait of tho oarth aftor thirty years has not tho sano valuo as 
tho coal which I dig ait today. That is nhy thoro was a dcdiotion 
of 20 Billions for tho coal tumovor, and tho valuo of tho coal 
which was still underground, plus aino facilities, was addod at 50 
million. In this list in .aiglcr affidavit 57 I should liko to ox- 
plain ono moro entry briefly. This is tho deduction of 100 Million 
crowns froa tho tumovor. That is duo to tho following fact. 

Farbon and von Hoyden, in conducting tho sales negotiations, fore- 
wont tho business the rest of Czechoslovakia — Bohcnia, iforcvic, 
and Slovakia — which tho Voroin had had up to that timo in Aussig 
and Falkonau products. Tho Voroin roservod tho right to offoct this 
tumovor fren plants to bo newly established or already under con¬ 
struction in Czechoslovakia. Farbon and von Hoy don obligatod thesn- 
selvos to deliver tho prodicts to the Voroin as long as it was not 
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in a position to sell free its o*.m n<yr .iroduction. The Voroin, 

9 

furthormoro, in connection with this do diction, had received a 
claim to technical assistance in tho construction of the now 
fcctorios pzoehosloyafcia. Frcta this interplay betwean deductions 
end additions, ono arrivod at a calculated value of the tuo factorios 
amounting to 250 millions, and then ono argued backwards and forwards, 
and finally, as I am infor.-wd, I'x. Dvoracok medo the proposal to af-reo 
on 280 millions. That was dona. 
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Kero again I may briefly refer you to toe affidavit of Dr. 

% * • 

Basch, NI-13556. Dr. Basch is mistaken when,.on page 12, the second 
paragraph of the Gorman text, ho places the data of the fixing of the 
purchase price at a later Dee ting. Ho is obviously confusir« that 
conference with the Dect-nber conference. x t is also incorrect when, 
on page li, he writes that the purchase price was 250 nillion, actually 
it was 2CO nillion. 

Q You Just naaticned that tho purchasers waivod the business 
of the rest of Czechoslovakia, that the Vorein had tho right to construct 
a factory to no«t this demand. Were tho plants already undor construc¬ 
tion at this tine anu were thoy loter ccnplotod? 

A Long before the Bunich Agrcexiont I boliovo in 1937 tho 
Voroin had already started construction in tho south of the country - 
Aussig and Falkonau aro locatod in the north - two of largo factories 
nanely Handlova and Novaky. The production program of the two plants 

s 

approximately called that of Aussig and Falkonau. Partly, thoso 
plants wore subterranean for military roosons, as wo later loarnod. 

It seems to mo rather obvious that the Vrroln because of tho 
constant tension with respect to tho Sudotcngau, decided not to concen¬ 
trate its production in tho north. 

W Another question for clarification. What was tho situation 
in tho international, and particularly the Europoan chemical market 
with respect to the sale of products of such newly constructed factories? 
Could the Verein expect to find new markets for these products or w as 
tho position of the individual producers stabilized do facto or by 
conventions? 

a 

A Tho later was the case. When, in 1937, the Vermin decided 
to construct now factories in .the south of tho country, it had to take 
into account that tho sale of the products of these new factories would 
be more or less charged against its old factories. This fact was also 
to be considered in making the estimate. 
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Q Another point, in # U pf hi6 affidavit, Devareck says that 
the Aussig and Falkenau plants represented about three quarters of the 
turnover of the Prager Verein at the tire. During the Berlin negotia¬ 
tions in November 1938, tho turnover of the t»o plants, not counting 
the coal turnover, was estimated at approximately 300 pillion Czech 
crowns. Accepting the statements contained in that affidavit, tho entire 
turnover of the Verein would accordingly amount to 1*00 Billion Czech 
crowns. As far as I am inforeed, the entiro turnover of the Verein was 
actually highor. Ctxild you explain that? 

A Ihis apparent contradiction con easily be explained. Tho 
Prager Verein «s as it were, not only ms a production cocpany but also 
a holding coq>ary. If the roles of the two :-lnnta Aussig and Falkenau 
are to bo explninca within tho framework of tho entire concern, one hao 
to take into consideration tho turnover cf the concern caapanios. 

The turnover of the entire concom, inclusive of the concern companies 
at that tino mounted to approximately 600 to 700 million crowns; you 
hovo to rclcto this amount to\he 300 million *iich you have ypuovioualy 
montionoa. 

Q 1 should liko to put ono non- question with rospoct to those 
proportions. When Mr. Dvornccck wa .wined hero on November 191*7, 
he stated that the Aussig and Palkonau plants amounted to approximately 
two-thirds of tha balance figures. Would it bo correct to relate the 
purchaso prico of 280 millions to tho balance sum? 

A No. Ihe amount of 280 million crowns represents tlx* value 
of the two plants as going concerns. Considering this oxcorpt from tho 
entire holdings of thi Prager Verein, the silent reserves come into 
appearanco externally. When however, considering the balance figuro, not 
only tho Aussig and Fnlkonau plants but else the rest of the holdings 
appear with proportions which, as a result of amortization and reserves, 
do not represent the value of the firm as a going concern and do net 
represent tho internal value. 
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• * 1 

Consequently, Hr. Dvoracok is trying to coapire two proportions 

■hich arc not at all cosparable. The figure two-thirds of at which ho 

* * *• 

arrives has thor fore no practical significance whatwoever. For tho 

W \ 

* 

considerable significance of the reserves of the Pragor Verein, which 

$ 

completely distorts tho balance figuro and nakas it unusablo for any 
such coepariscn, I should like to refer to the affidavit of Dr. Basch, 
MI-13556. On pago 3, the last paragraph of tho Oorman text. Dr. Basch 
writes on this subject. • 

Q To get away from figures, lot do ask you: Is it truo, in 
your opinion, that the Verein, after the sale of the two plants Aursig 
and Falkonou, was underained and lost its main substanco? 

A Mo, that is incorrect. The wrein r.^aainod the preminont 
chemical concern of tho rest of Csechoslovakia nr tho la tor Protootora- 
te/ FUrthoraoro, thoro remained untouchod big holdings in the individual 
southeastern countrios. Intho chemical oconoqy those countrios 
it constituted, as before, a very considerable factor. 

let mo refer you to tho so-callod •’friendship letters," which 
were exchanged on 7 cr 3 December 1938, between tho Oorman and Czech 
groups. In tho sense of these friendship letters, the Verein, togothor 
with Far bon or with technical assistance from Tartoon , oxpandod its 
activity in Czechoslovakia, after 1938,constrdotod now plants. Other ■ 
gentlemen have already testified about that at length that I need not 
go into it new. 

Q In discussing the affidavit of Hr. Dvoracek, one point is 
rather conspicuous, about which I want to »k you now. Under 0 5 
of this affidavit it is stated that after the occupation of the Sudontcn- 
land the leading Czech employees were immediately dismissed. Then you 

arrived at Auaig, did you find all the leading Czech employees still 
there? 
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A. llo. Pert of these gcntlcncn had already loft for Praguo. 

I am thinking in particular of Dr. Srp, the hoad of the organic salos 
department, 

Q. Arother question; at anothor point you have already mentioned 
that the Prager Verein from the beginning of the 1930's to an increasing 
extent started to employ Czechoslovakian personnel in the Aussig 
factories instead of the Sudeten German personnel which was indigenous 
there. Could the assignment to the technical directorate of Dr. Ettol 
who was formerly a colonel of the Gas Department of the Czechoslovak 
ULnistry of Vfar, be interpreted to that end, and also the replacement 
of the German director, Dr. Heyer, ty Dr. Dasch? 

A. Yos, this tendency was oxpressed in filling higher as well 
as lower vacanoios. The result was that the tensions after and befero 
the annexation woro particularly strong at Aussig. 

In connection with you question I should liko to refer to one 
other natter. I should like to point out the change in tho Char tor 
of the Verein in 1936. The Charter was clianged to the effect that 
tho president and ono of tho two vice presidents of the company, ns 
well as at least two-thirds of the 2xocutivc Council, had to be 
Czechoslovaliana. This also becomes apparent froa Prosecution Exhi¬ 
bit 10li2 in Book pi, page 91 of the English version. 

Q. A quotation from the Dvoracek affidavit reads as follows; 
"Whoever could have taken charge of the plants on behalf of the Verein 
was forcibly dismissed". 

i&r question; Did the Verein after the annexation no longer have 
any per sen in the plants in nhctc it coild have confidence? 

A. Oh, yes. The Prague’ directorate, in the second half of 
September, that is to say, before the annexation, sent its director 
Engineer Ueuaanc froa Pargue to Aus3ig with tho express ordor to 
take over the ixmagement of the Aussig plant on behalf of tho Prague 
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Verein in case of territorial changes. 

Q. Did IS*. Neumann reaain at Aussig while you were the com¬ 
missar? 

A. Yes. On the evening of cy arrival at Aussig, October, 1938, 
Mr. Neumann visited ne at the hotel, lb explained to mo the orders 
which he had boon given from Prague. I in turn explained to him 
the orders which I had been given: to act as trustee, together with 
Brunner, of the plants and the nines. 

On tho same evening I consulted Ur. Brunner, who had personally • 
knewm It. Houmann from his former activities, and on the same ovoning 
we informed it. llouaann of our decision that wo woro agreed that 
ho should talco over the management at Aussig under the commissars. 

That is, ho would bo tho chief plant diroctor. Ho etayod at Aussig 
up to tho tiao tho Ccentssars loft and ovon beyond that; and ho did 
so against tho rosiatanco by sooo moaborr or tho staff and by party 
agoncios. They thought that tho assignment of Jr. Noumann to Aussig 
fraa Prague proved his unroaliability. 

Mr. Noumann ronainod at Aussig until 19fe5. After tho German 

troops loft ho still remained there. Ho, so to spoak, roturaod tho 

• # 

plants to tho Vcroin, and some time later, contrary to tho advlco 
or tho offors of his Chechoslovakian agencies, ho loft tho Sudoton 
territory and is probably in England, after having stayed in tho 
American aono for some time. You will introduco an affidavit by 
Mr. Noumann. 

a 

Q. It. Kuglor, when did the Verein transfer its scat to 
Prague? 

A. The Veroja transferred its seat from Aussig to Prague in 
1937; as was goner ally assumed, this was in connection with tho un¬ 
favorable relations between Germany and Chechoslovakia, which woro 
already recognizable at that time. That also becomes apparent from 
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tho affidavit of lie* Dvoracekj Paragraph 7. 

Q. Concluding ry e xan i n ation with respect to that subject 
natter, I should li!:o to ask you tho following: You tumod ovor 
the two plants to tho now owtvor on 28 February 1939, as of 1 March 
1939. That ucant that your trusteeship adninistration had ended. 

Tho contract of salo was concluded an 17 November 1938, or in Dec¬ 
enter 1933. Would you ploaso quite briefly givo tho roasons why 
you continuod that activity up to tho dato I mentioned? 

A. For ono thing, it was necessary that tho now owners should 
sottlo their relationship among oach other, Thoro woro contracts 
and collateral contracts between Farben and Ifaydon, and so forth. 

This was at tho beginning of 1939. 

Thoro was another reason, however, tiliy I remained commissar for 
Boro than two uonths: that was that tho Goran as wo 11 as tho Czoch s 
sido had to approve tho ecu tract of Doccmbor 1938. I nay rdf or to 
Ronan nuroral X of tho main contract, in which official approval of 
both governments was a roquironent. Tho nain contract is Prosocu- 
tion Exhibit 1116, Book 5U, English pago 73. 

Q. Ifr, Xuglcr, you havo Just doscribcd this dovolopnont. Did 
you fool at tho tiao that what was done by Farbon ewant preparation 
for a war of aggrossicn? 

A. No. 

Q. For a few cantos you wore active in the management of the 
Aussig and Falicaaau plants as a cocarissar. During that time did 
you aako ajjy changes in tho production program of these plants in 
the aonsc that you assigned priority to products which could sorve 
for the waging of a war jf aggression? 
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A. Ho. ?or that reason, in the whole transactions, I could see no 
connection whatsoever with any belligerent act or any thought of aggressive 
war. I still can't see it today. Let ce point out one thing. If the 
assumption of the Prosecution were corredt, that an aggressive war or 
further aggressive actions were contemplated and that the acquisition 
of those plants was connected therewith, one certainly would not have 
proposed a businessman for the ooeition of a coonissar - a specialist, a 
dyestuffs salesma n . One naturally could have attached importance to 
placing a qualified expert in that position. Vfaen the Ministry of Eaononics 
or the Sudeten Oernan party said, "Ue want Mr. 3runner there", they 
would not have said. "Saturally we shall withdraw our proposal for Ur. * 
*Airstor". That alone is proc£. And now to the other 'mestion, with respoct 
to production. HerV again I can give yai inforaation, covoring the tine 
I wro active as a coonissar - froo October 1938 up to March 1939 - and 
also the later tine, for after March 1939, I was a asober of the so-callod 
advisory council of the Aufsichtarat of the chenical plants, and also tho 
business manager of the subsidiary company, the tar dye factory. From 
1939 to 1945, the tar-dye plant managed to Just about "middle" through. 

The dye-stuffs facilities were not very nodern, on the whole, and during 
the war those dyestuffs were produced which could possibly be producod 
in view of the general eituation. 

Two new products were started in the ta-dye factories; one was a pro¬ 
tective substance for rubber, phenyl betanaphtylnaine, and the second 
was a synthetic substanco for the cable industry; that is, "Brohc-vnaha". 
That shows the activity or inactivity of the tar-dyo factories In military 
production. As far as the Gain chaaical production of Aussig and Falkonau 

are concerned, I aade a stotenent to the Bernstein Coonlttco in tho 

• 

sunner of 1945. I have a cooy of that etcteoent before ce. It is on, 
the whole correct, but I should like to correct Just one point hero. At 
that tine I said that the production which night serve direct or indirect 
oilitary purpose wes the following, and I centioned at first the axpansion 
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of chlorine electorlysis; second a hexa-chlorine-ethane plant, which is 
a sncice-screen substance; and third, the carbon disulphide eubetance. 

(I aentioned that it was a prellninary product for the artificial fiber 
industry); and finally I aentioned the intended expansion of carbide 
production. One natter is correct in that stateoent, that la, the 
hexa-chlorine-ethane plant, which was var production. It was started in 
1942 on the baaia of a contract with the Heich of 5 February 1942, which 
provided that the Heich would supnly the sachines and inatallations; 
that the buildings would be conatructed ty the fir:, but financed by a 
loan froa the Heich anounting to one and one-half nillion narks. In 
speaking of the exnanalon of chlonine electrolysis, I erred eonewhat in 
ny earlier atatenent, because only a part of the expansion was devoted to 
hexa-chlorine-ethane. X should not have carbon disulphide at all in 
this connection. For it is incorrect to say that carbon disulphide is a 
military product. You could take any civilian product and any it could bo 
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0 

a military product. Finally, carbide production was never expanded because 

• * • 

there was no iron or other material available. I think that is all. 

O.- Having concluded that subject, I should like to subuit some do- 
ascents in connection with these events: As Exhibit 29 I offer document 28, 

• . * 0 

excerpts from a paper entitled -3oropean Politics, 1933-1938, in the Light 
of the Prague Piles”. It is a publication of the ''eraan Institute for Fo¬ 
reign policy Research. These excerpts originate from the files of tho Pra¬ 
gue Po reign liinistry. 

• 0 

}'n. SPRECHSR: lir. President, I think we should make an objection, at 
least pending certain understanding as to what counsel's purpose may bo. 

Till you please turn in that connection to pago 9 of tho document 
book?You will notice tliat this is a publication which was published in 
1942 by a Geraan Publishing House subjoct to the control*; of tho C-oobbols 

• . | • 0 

»Inistry, and no doubt in this instance the Ribbentrop Ministry, since it 

/ 

purports to talk about certain foreign political devolojuonts. 

• 0 

Now, the excerpts tftich counsel has included are headed, as you will 

• * 0 Z 

note if you will turn over on pages 10,11 and 12, with certain written-in 
'•leadings which I suspect weren't includod in the text of tho original 

• 0 

roports; and, of course, whether or not ary editing took placo with respect 
to what is allegedly a report of Cze£h military attache is another raattor. 

• 0 

How, with rospect to tho question of aggression, xm would like to 

# 

have this document in evidence. I mean I just want that to be clear, because 

• • 

if you take a look at page 12 under the heading, "Henderson is convinced 
that Berlin wants to obviate war", I don't think it bakes much imagination 

0 

to see why ire feel that way, but the only thing I can see that those do- 

0 0 * I 

cuaents arc offered for, or could be offered for, is to show a justifica¬ 
tion for the threat of aggression which so clearly appears on page 12 of 
this document, and what those threats of aggression by Hitler led to with 
respect to representations by the countries who wore seeking tine to meet 
the further consequences of such threats of aggression. 
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•row, if that becomes an i3sue at this point, I think that the trial 

•.n-ld indeed be on saQa side issues, and I would realty ?d!.-e to know 

what counsel's position is. Is it that tivese documents *.rere known to 

those defendants at the tine? That there is a Justification for a throat 

of aggression such os is announced in these pages? Or what? 

TOE PRES I ISP?: Hr. Prosecutor, let us first understand: Are you or 

are you not object!.'.' to tho introduction of the do civic lit? If you are not 

objectin',, counsel for tho dofense is under no obligation to arguo his 

case at this tine by stating the purposes of the docunont. If you arc 

. • 

objecting, the Tribu.’Al would bo interostod in kno-.dng for what purposes 

tho docuijonts are bo in:, offorod, so that we can dotoraino Another or not 

vo think that they aro cempotent. Are you uakins an objootion to it? 

• • 

!•?.. SP3CH21: l*. ?residont, 1 uontod to nako an objoction, and I did 

• # 

Taint to stato tho problaa I had, so that counsol could roply raoro apoci- 
fically. 

THE PRESIDEPT: Ydu did say something about that you iculd like to 

havo them in cvido.ico, and that is the reason for off ronarka. I would liko 

to know whothcr you do or do not objoct to them. 

* 

131. SFRECHJT.: iio, I merely meant to indicato by tSiat that our position 
was being takon bocauso no don't soo that it iw holpful in this particu¬ 
lar caso on what is narrowly before us. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Tha ''bjdcti'n is Terrulid, and tha document is in 
avid me a. 

DR. HENZE: I nay stats in contact! -n with this dominant that it 
is n't sy int anti n to assort that sy clisnt kn*w thas* reports. Tha fact 
that this* rap'rts wa-j f -und in thi Prague F r.ign Ministry sri-ws that 
thoy wirs ntbnm tiny cliant at tha tins ha vi. a C«miss.r. 

• . I hav» subnitt id these axcarpts to tha Tribunal in o r d*r to pr^smt 

a pictur. f tha hist Tic divil«p*ant8 at thi tini, in ^rtj to prova that 
ny cliant and th.r pars ns wh- participated in thesi avints in 1958 had tn 
saa things in a difiirmt light fr'ta tha way matt-ra ari now s.sn by tha 
Prosacuti n. Public 'pini n at tha tin a c nsidirad tha prtbl*n in 
CsachoelT^kia a p pulatl'n - political pr'blm which had already bam acuta 
for d acadaand c mturi as. 

I hcva introducad thasa d-cuamts t*» p int to this historical back¬ 
ground. 

Thi sac nd d euaant will bsc-na Exhibit 30. It is Drcuoant 29. 

This is th> final r.prt itfiich tha English jnvy, Lord Runcinan, sant 
to tha British Prini Min 1st ir 21 Septmbc 1958. 

Tha intr ducti n of this d-xiunant is t-> sirr* tha sr.ma purp^sa. 

Tha third d cunant in this c-ravaction is D cunant 50, which will 
b»ar axhibit N . 31. ‘his is a ra-batin c-py 'f tha so-called Munich 
J.grasn rnt which was sign ad by tha British Prina Ministar Ch-mb a-la in, tha 
Pranch Preai tr Deladi r, Mussolini and Hitler. 

T ha not d cun sits which I should lik# V’ intr-xiucs, deal with ny 
client's r.ctivitiis in his capacity as C'-missrr at Ausslg and Palkonau. 

Tha first d-cunant, D«cuaant 31, will bacme Exhibit 32- It is th* 
affidavit 'f Maltsr Niunann, a larding -stpl yu -*f the Varain for nary 
yarrs. This Njunann was transfarrad by tha Gmsral dir >• Wat* of tha 
Prag .r-Vjnin t' Aussig bafora tha Munich i.grissint, to taka rv-r tha 
nan; gin ant thiri in cess of a territorial changed. In othar -words, ha ~i 
a c'nfidfntial agint ->f tha Ginjal Dir ; ctrct i in Prague. 

Mr. Niitnann in many points e■•nfims whr.t cy cliant has just tas 
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Hi makes 8 qj statements ab ut thd auisti n t the dismissal «f 

psrS ' mil > hi “y* t-ha ad: The transf-x fall persons 1*0 were 

s 3 nt t' Prague was 1 'yally support >d and nad3 easy by the C-'cmisscr manage- 

Mr. Nrtusann g'es «n to say, -Dr. Kugl.r b -hcv^ vjy correctly in his 
positi n**. 

I oay p int ut thut “r. N--u=cnn reaained in Czechoslovakia until 
1%5. He says that the Czechs did n t r«pr cch him fo r that at all. 

On th. 0 ntrary, he was advised to stay there. H 3 receive the »%-called 
antifascist o«rtificr.te and then left Czech Slovakia. 

The n.xt d cument is D-yjuaent Ho. 32, which will bear Exhibit 
N.-. 33. T his is the affidavit -f c Fart* aply.*, E^t Dcnnenb Jr g, 
wh ccc m 4 >rjii ed my cli .nt >n his trip t- ..ussig. 

The next d cuaent is an affidavit f th* f rn<r employe .f the 
Prag,xwV,r,in, « *t.l S .dlatsch.k. This is D cuaent 33, which will bee me 
Exhibit 3U. 

In particuLx he r.p'rts vi toe p xs nnel chang.s ab ut which qy 
client has sp k -n her 1. He states that th-r» was iral nigrati n in the 
Sud.tinland at the tine, 

D cunmt 3U "ill be Exhibit 35- ^is is a lett x s mt by the V , r *in 
to this man S-dlatschek n 19 Octob x 1938, in which Sedlatschjk is dis¬ 
miss-xi fr m the s xvioes ->f thj Prag ;r -Vir -in. This dismissal occurred 
because h> ras c 3uditen O.roan. 

I sh uld like to parallel the Pr«s cuti n's Exhibit dwling with 
the c nv xa . cas e with this nhibit. 

‘• 8 Exhibit 36, I nv off,,. D-cuamt 35. Again it is an affid^it 
-f a f rnx empl y.e f toe Prag sr V-xein, sh • had worked for the V*rjin 
since 1914. Hr. Ssdlctseh-il (sic) subeits a list of th-se persons • f 
Sudeten Gxaan -rigin, wh- ware disaiss,d by the ann;g-ja*nt *f the Prag x- 
Verein, r were transferred to Prague (sic). Hj lists 82 p»rs ns. I offer 
this list as c parallel to the Prosecutes Exhibit which c nt ins a list 
of pxs ns transferred fr.-o ..ussig to Prague or disnissed. 
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I sh'uld lika to p'int ut that ths p-.rs'nnsl d;par taint r, t tha 
Prag-r-V irsin c uld givj a csplsti picturs bjcauss it has all 't ths fil*s 
in its possassi n; in tha c-^nv a-s.i casa, it is actrmaly difficult to 
obtain a list f all 't tha pars-ms in quasti n. Tha list would probably 
bs much l ng tr had wa had accass to thd filss at ..ussig. 

• t 

THE PRESIDENT: Baf-r J wj r.-cass, nay I say f"r thd Tribunal that 
tha dif ndrnts Ilgnir, Urm, and Gattiniau ac.y b* axcussd from attsndnnca 
hard this aftfrn n to b* pr»s»nt at tha C maissi n-r’s hairing if thay 
wish. 

Did y u hav» s nothing to say, Dr. Nalta? • 

DR. NELTPi Y ur ff n- r, I wmt t tha S purity this w-rning to 
inquire ab ut Prof.ss r &>*rldin's transf «r t* a h spital. I was t»ld that 
no C .urt rd^r had bim ricaivd th.ra as y*t with nspact to that mattar. - 
I than tri »d t find ut s «>thing ab ut this fr n tha Radical Dapartmant, 
whir* I wr.s als t Id that n c -urt ord : r had bam r«caivd y»t. P»rhapa, 

®’ • s 

Y<ur H n r, y u w uld sa« tr it th: t thas* Dapc-.rtinints may b* info-mad 
t'day, bicausi tha h spital is axpacting Pr-f*ss'r Hoarlina twr-rrow. 

THE PR^IDENr: That ordsr w-nt ut y*at*rday. It was signad and 
filad in th» -flics 'f tha Sicr tary Gan-tral. I will hav-» ny Sjcntnry 
chick insudlat >ly aft r wj r«ass, and s >s that it got to tha place whirs it 
bal ngs. ' " 

Ths Tribunal will risa until na-thirty. 

(TRIBUNiJ, IN RECESS UNTIL 1330 h urs) . 
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.JTRNOON SESSION 

THE M»JiSHi.L: Tha Tribunal is again in sassi n. 

THE PRESIDENT: Juat a n n^nt, c uns il, I wish t" make two 

Lnn uncsmnts. Dr. I chacktd **n tha rdar with rafar-nce to y ur 

client, Dr. H arl3in, and tha 'rd-ir want tit yaat-rday and I f ll'-wad. it 
thr ugh t' the Daf >nsa oantar. It waa th.ra at n- n a« I think tha ncttar 
will taka car* f itsalf vary pr*-aptly if it haa n't airjady. 

Viith r it *r mca t> tha Bctc*r *xf th* c rr cti n 'f tha transcript 


c ncarning which tha Pr aacuti n aj>ka thia f r«n n, it i8 tha viaw rf tha 
Tribunal that tha batt »r way V handl. that nntt >r w*x ild ba f~r c una 1 f'r 
tha Pr >a icuti n and laf man t- J in in a atipulr.ti n ta t^ tha c 'rracti no 
that ara r.graad up n. la a hell ^ar that atipulati- n filad and nr. da a 
part f tha ric rd in thia pr'-ca idings, end w* aholl ala « dir«ct that it ba 
pr'caaaidj tranalct d and airaographad with ut pr.-Judlca to tha ut standing 
pri ritiia and tha th.r privitiia that nay rriaa c-ncirning d-wnunta 
nacaaaary f r tha c nelual n -'f tha evidence. 

Y u nay procaad, c'unail. 

DR. WVZt.i Mr. Priaident, I want t' aay a f iw w'rda rb ut tha 
last d cununt, N». 35, which la ay Exhibit 36. I aida a ndatako bef' r*, 
end f -r clariflcati n I ah uld aay th t it ia a list of th aa p^ra- na wh- 
war* dismiss»d fr b thi mplyaant with tha Prcg>r-V .rein, and whr war a 
r .turnad t tha G ; roan Raich. 


Tha naxt d cunant will ba qy Document 56, which I n ff ar aa Exhibit 


37. Thasa ara tw' pdica p*rcits which I -ff «r in Td*r t<-> slvw whai my 



client had tha tw- c nf J*nca3 in 
Varain. 

Tha n jxt H'cuoant, 

P'rt f ny cliant t 
Prague. 

In tha next 

diant aada a fila n ta f'T tha 


with tha Direct rate General of tha 


Exhibit 58, is a ra- 
cb ut a C-nfsranca in 


Exhibit 39, ay 
-ffic i, cb’-ut his dis¬ 


cuss! ns ia Prr.gua, 
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Tha next d cument, N«. 59, Exhibit W . I 4 O, c ntains the minutes 
'*f th3 d * ting, Ac., f the discuss! n thct to>k place n the sec nd trip 
in tVagua. Thesj dinut 'S have besn signal in the riginal by b - th parties, 
including the pe pie ft- n the Direct rat* G*n-xal in Pr. pie. 

In the next D cuarntt, N . l4>, Exhibit H . 1*1, Raich Ministry f 
Ec n mica gives outta rity t> the C- nnissi n«r Uanc-geaent t aid the tm 
parties in drafting the c ntract. 

The next D cum,nt, N-*. 1*1, which is Exhibit 1:2, is an affidavit 
-f the then fficicl f the Reich Ministry f Ec n oics, Dr. H-ffmann. I 
”ff *r it in rd r t «hw thtria ns f r which ay cliint made the 
applicati n t be partly released fr « his duties as a Trustee. 

The next D cum-nt, N .1*2, Exhibit 1*3, is c letter f ay cli-nt dated 

26 Mey, in which ha transmits c final rep rt t the Reich Ministry -f 
Ec n nics. The rep rt its -If is c ntained in the next D cunint, 1*3, 
which will b« bj Exhibit 1*1*. 

In the n-oct D cunent, 1*1*, Exhibit H . 1*5 the Reich Ministry ■'£ 

Ec n ndcs c nfiros the receipt f the rep rt. That latter is again meant 
t 1 ' identify the previ us d cum*nt, the r»p rt. 

The f 11 wing d cunxits d .ul with the purchase f the ..ussig and 
Fplkenau plants by the Tw* G.rscn firms, I.G., Parbxi and v n Hayden. 

The 1 egnl basis f r the int»rv,nti n f the Reich Ministry ‘f Ec n mics can 
be son fr m the first tw- d cumrnts, N s. 1*5, SxVbit 1*6, and 1*6, which 
will bee me Exhibit 1*7. I ref-r particularly t ths fact that in tha 
sec nd d cummt, *hich as it were, is a Decree f the G.-rman Reich, that the 
utright purchase r acquisiti n f any ent rpris; in the Sudetsn-G .roan area 
is n t psrnitt-.d with ut the approval <^f the vari us Ministries c nc.md. 

The Ec n rsic Ministry had c missi n»d the Dr^sdner Rank t- pre¬ 
pare purchas* neg tir.ti ns as a Trustee. This can be se<n fr~m the next 
D cument, 1*7, which will bac na Exhibit U8, 
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Tha next d cunait, N-. US, Exhibit N U9, ia a latter f the 
Reich Ministry f Ec n arics in which the lctt x giv.s the necessary 
piX*nissi n, the naad f >r which can b«s.>n frc D-cuaant H . 1*7. ^ince it 
has bun charged that Prxb-n sr.de an eff rt t' next further influmo* up n 
the Prcg-r V xiin by allegedly trying t acquir. shares -f the V.rain, I 
refx, thtnf ri, t this pxnissi n and ask I ur H nrs t- taka n ties f it 
find f tha fact that tha Ministry issued-an rdx that the pa-pl* raiding 
in the Sud it jn-G nan ar *a sh uld be ff -r >d an exchange -f shares and that 
th'Si papla wh had th* disire t"» r<leas* p'ssassi n f their ahc-r»s sh uld 
be giv.n a chcnce t' d s 

JUDO" NORRIS: C unsel, I n tic 3 that y ur Exhibit 1*9 i« signed 
"v n Hcnnickm." Is that tha Gin re cl Hcrmtckm wh < has testified in this 
case? 

DR. HENZE: Judge Morris, General v n Hanneckcn was a leading 
p*rs nality in the Ministry f Ec *n nics f r quite s me tine. I assume 
ttat it is he wh signed this d ament end that it is the sane pers n wh' 
appeared as a witness her•• 

JUDGE MORRIS: Thar* y u. 

DR. H*HZE: D cuant 1*9, Exhibit N . 50 , is a publio n tics issued 
by tha tw > firms acquiring these plants acc rding V» tha pr visi n «f the 
Ministry. 

D-'cunent II'. 50 , which I *ff x as Exhibit 50 — Exhibit 51; I beg 
y ur pard n — is an affidavit *'f tha n a a b x f tha V-rstcnd f the 
Chaoischa Fabric vn Hjydan i-.O., by the nane *f Strubxg. This man reprts 
••n tha sales nag tiati ns. This d'cunawt has air-x.dy bean intr-dused as 
Kuehna Exhibit N^. 118. I ask I>ur H n rs t'davt* particular attenti n 
t-> tha next tw ■ d cuasnts. 

In th3 case 'f D-cuaent 51, Exhibit M'. 52, we hav 3 a file n-te ■'f 
an eopl-yee Frrben in B>rlin, which is signed by the Defendant Ilgncr. 
This c "munication rep'rts ab ut c nverrati ns which the auth r, Mr. 

Karst an, and Mr. Schnitz had with tha Direct r Clecza - f the Gxnan S-lvay 
& C epeny. Mr. Kxstan furthx discusses tha c nf-xences *rhi*h were 
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c nduot .d subs *juantly with M, Ifcss n, f th; firn '•f S-lvny & C-wpony 
In Bruss*ls. Thi fact that tha S->lvay fircgav. its pirinissi -n cr.n bj 
saan fr n thjnntd cuamt, D'cunant 52, which will bac tr.a Exhibit N'. 

53. * 

It is a lstt*r f tha 7-rstand *asb .r f tha Drjsdnar Bank, by 
the ncni >f Zinssar, wh rsp-rts ab ut tw' t^laph na o nv .rsati ns with 
Ur. Dv.TCCJk, and wh inf--res all parties c nc a-nad thrt ell tha functi ncriae 
and -rgenizati ns f tha S Ivey C -apa ty gr.va thsir e ns ant to tha solas 
c ntrc.ct. 

Tha naxt d^cunint, N . 53, Exhibit N >. 5U, is e lattar -*f tha Ozaoh 
Ncti nal Brnk in which tha lattar als^ giv a its a jpr val t- tha tr.-ns- 
asti n. Mry I p int ut that tha Czach Nr.ti nal Bank wns an ind*pand*nt 
antn-priso 'f tha Cz»ch'Slovak Str.ti, end that it wns ft-« in making its 
dacisi ns. 

^■Ths naxt tw. d cummts, N^. 3U t Exhibit N . 55# and D-cuiaant N . 

55, Exhibit My 56 , or* tha tm l»tt rs which war* writtan by tha partners 
t* tin extracts whan tha cntroct was cncludid. Thssa lattars spack f r 

a • 

thansilv.-s and cri baing -'ffarsd baccusa thay c ntrcdict tha tandancy 
which tha ftr-sacuti n has ascribe t*- Prrbjn. 

Tha naxt D cuaant, N . 36 , should ba srrkad with Exhibit N >. 57 . 

This is an fleorpt fr o a r.-p-rt of Fcrbjn's Ec n aics Rasaorch Dapartmant 
in Barlin, dot ad 10 ..ugust 1938. Tha Indax has tha wr ng n«-toti- n ab ut 
tha datj, I 'ffjr this d cunant in -rdsr t-* c -rr«bo->rr.ta what ay cliant 
said b »f r 1 in dir-ct—jxrjdnati n. 

ify naxt D-cunsnt, N-. 57, which will bac ma Exhibit N . 58, is tha 
affidavit f my cli ?nt, which ha ntda baf r» his errast, and which ha gov 3 
t" tha Pr-sicuti n, end which affidavit daels with this transacti on. I re 
off a-ing this d cumant particularly bacous t tha m:th d and manna- -f calcu¬ 
lating tha pure has 3 pric 1 can t» sain fra this particularly clearly. 

Tha n ixt thraa d-'cieants I --»ff 3r in rdr t*> r->fut 3 savsral stata- 
nants f tha Witnass DvT-aeik. This witnass arid in his dir;ct-axaminati n 
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that th» flras acquiring these sharia insured tha fact'ries innadi. t ily 

• • 
aft=r tha said was c ncludad; they insured than t' a Considerably higher 

v£lu.« than tha purchase price. 

In tha first D cwant, H . 58, which will- bee na Exhibit N .5 9, 
the Ch.nischa Fabrik v n Hayden ...G. wrti, in Oct b -t 1939, t n Farben and 
askad that c -rtaln insurance c npanies ba c naid-r^d Than taking ut a naw 
insurc.nc a p licy. • 

In tha next Dcuaant, ■ . 59, Exhibit N . 60, thara is an excarpt 
fr m tha ninut .3 f tha ..ufslchtsr. t na.ting f tha Chamischa Werka ..ussig 
und 'elkinau O.m.b.H., whan it was dxidad that tha insurance b» postp'nad 
f r an thtr year. Fr n this d curunt it ccn b* saai that Mr. Dvorocak's 
■an ry wr.s nt'o rr »ct. 

Tha mxt d cunint is D cunmt N . 60, which will ncain Exhibit 
N '. 6l. This is an *xc arpt fr*n tha ninut .s f tha naatlng < f th-a f ur- 
pertit- Cart d,/end it dials with the siturti 11 rtiich wes erects by tha 
change f circunstcnc s in Czachoslovakic. I d- n t went t^ c rrnmt n this 
d'cunmt any further sine 1 qy cli*nt has clr^cdy dealt with this c nr-r*no: 
during his dir .ct-aoninati n. 

Since I hara c ncludid th« pr«S mtati n f ry & cum ants I sh uld 
like t- c ntinu* tha dir xt-jxminati n f ny client. 
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DIRECT EX..IOK--TICM (C nt'd) 

BY DR* HENZE: 

Q. Mr. Kugl IT, Inrr turn to C unt Tw of th- Indictnmt. I ask 
y u: Did y u heva anything t' d with tn» nrmts in ? land that war* 
nanti n*d by th3 Pr >s ; cuti nund.r C.-unt Tw' f th* IndictaentZ 
“• N-, th* P'lish qu*sti na war* n t part -f ay work. 

Q. May I put t y«u an achibit 'f th* Pros,cuti n? that is Exhibit 
Nr.. 2969. T hia was intrxlucid during th- ixrjainr.ti n the D*fmdont 
Hf.aflig , r , end it d»cla with th- first c ntacts f the *-ichs Ministry *'f 
Ec <n mica r.b ut thj P'lish dyastuffs fact ri*s. It'a a file not, rf Dr. 
r rmtz»l in Btriin, cddrtaaxi V* Dr. Kugl.r. Pirns, c-nnmt <n thia d-cu- 

mont. 

... In Farb n — and that was tru* f r ell big firms — if snas- 

b-dy did n t kn w t • wh a • n- ah uld ando* »rtnln c- anunicati-n and did n-t 

kn w wh' was wrking n c c.rUin pr'blm, n* amt th- d'cummt t* th- 

Plant S«r itary 'f th* particular plant c obin*, end that s^critary was thj 

Dirict rat* f D.xjtnmt Dy, stuff a in that cca*. The supr*n- mr.ivgfflmt of 

that dipartmmt was in my hands, whm in 1931* I t>* -wer th- sal,s of dys- 

stuffs to th- S uthscst. Dr. Prmtz»l kn nr that; and b-caus* of the e nfi- 

d.mticl natur* f thia affair hj amt that fils n t- i/< na. 

Q. That d cuamt has Exhibit N-. 2005 f'r th- ree rd. Y< ur answar 

d-, a n t quit* clarify that cos-. Th- nanrg-*a,nt of th- Polish questi n 

* 

avidmtly was in th* hands * f th- i>ir-ct r?t, f D-partnmt Dyastuffs in th* 
furth.r curs, f evots. Mr. l«k*rt, wh has b.rn nanti n*d alr^dy, was 
u prokurist ^f tha Dinct r-tj Depertamt u y*stuffs. Y-u w*r* th- u ir,ct r 
and Manage cf that Dapcrtnmt. In r-thx w rds, Mr. Eckjr was y>ur 
subordinat j, and t « that -xtmt y u war-, als- • nesrn-d with this affair. 

a. That is apparmtly c- rr *ct, but I oust explain it. Th- bitn-ss 
Schwab, in answer t- a qusstl n of th- Tribunal os to wh-n h* w -uld havs 
tumid in Frankfurt fr n P-’land if he want id an answer to s nb fundanmtal 
questi-n, did n d. 'aanti n =y naan, and he quit 1 - proparly did n't ir.-nti n it. 
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In *rdir t' scplrin the situati «n I h?v* t-vg> into d.taii-s -nawtat. First 
Thin the war br ke ut the Int*rnati>nal Dy .stuffs Cartel bec-iw meaningless, 
r.nd thus an MSintial pert «f th. field -f w-rk f the Dirot-ret- Department 
Dyeatuffa was eliminated. Restrict! ns In par* nnel were f ,lt iaaedict,ly 
aftar the war br ke ut, partly hocus* pa pi3 were transferred t- other 
departments and portly because they wer* drafted into the .xny. Tha manager 
nt *hi Cur. .nt Business of the Diract-rctj Department, Mr. Eck.rt, was to 
be retain ad at all c-sts. Hj was subject t the draft, end in order t" re- 

a * • 

toin him ha had t-> be givo new or addlti nal fialda f w rk. Sec- ndly, 

We Wfj n t quit» dear as t- wtu-t would happan with the leb'r aituati n 
in f land at that tin a. -a woe nly cl or cb ut "na p^int, nanaly, that Mr. 
Schwab, wh- had Maaged the **« liah a;lea up t that tins, w uld be absent 
fr n Frankfurt fronw n, and it w..a cla cl or that a meb-dy in Frankfurt 
had t' be pommltly pr>s.nt in Frankfurt t* handle tha Polish queati na. 
Thirdly, na c uld n't expect that I wuld be in Frankfurt 'n a permanent 
baaiai In c'nn*cti n with ny n-.nngmot «f the sales buaineaa "f the 
S utheest Eur'p ,an c untrisa I wca frequently ebaot fr"m Frankfurt, and 
s metises fr lngprids of tinea; ther.f re, ft-xa tha very beginning it 
wca arrang’d that all qu^ti na criaing fr a the PoU 3 h pr blem, c ntrnry 
b> the uaual neth d f w rk diatributi n ah uld b. d=alt with by Dr. Eckert, 

t 'g.th .r with Dr. K,upp=r, dlrotly for end dlrotly under Mr. v n ^chnitzlir, 

• • 

Thia orra.ng.nmt can be n -t>d froa the fact that it wasn't 1, but th.t it 
was s me tha - pe'ple, wh ent .red the V .rwaltungsr.-t -<f "innica nh m that 
enterprise was token v ,r by the Frmch Or up with a steu-e • f 50*. May I say, 

ct this p int, that sirdlar c nditi ns applied t' tha tw- ..lsation fir ns — 

* 

Mmlhausjh and Uu.lhausen-D xnau. The latter fire woa n t rv.do the sifcject f 

• * 

the Indictment by the Pr souti n, and in tha case -f these two .dsatian 
firms, Mr, Eckert w rked undo- the sup^rviai n, s t-> speak, of Dr. Kuspper, 
and imaedi; tely and dlrotly undo- Dr. wn Schnitzler. 

Q. Did y u participate in the neg-tioti na • r in the c nfer-.nces thr 
to-k place with any ag-ncies in the c urs. f the lose and purchase agree¬ 
ments? 
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H«, niitho* in tha casa ft ? 'lend n r in tha casa -*f j.lsaca- 

L-'rrain a. 

Q. °id y u sijra t writi any lattirs in that c-'nnacti<n. 

'*• N~t as fi* as I r®3ab-r, for all pcrtiaa cnc-.rnad o- naidartti 
it imprt-nt that this arrangaaant bj’-bsjrvjd tha wr.y I hcvj daacrib*d it 
just n w, 

Q. Than, I went V> intjrp'lat* na qunation t~ clarify tha 
functi.na of tha Dirwtorcta Djpartnant Dy«tuffs: was tha Dir-ct-rata 
Dapartaunt ^istuffs tha aupiri»T of tha sal as rgraizatin? 

«• H'. 

Q. \iaa tha Dir .ct rat* Dap^rto-nt Ity.stuffs tha sup art y of tha 
Lagal Dapartaant? 

u. • . 

Q. That c ncludas tha subjact-oatt r "P land." 

M/ collv-.gua. Dr, ▼> n Kr.-.fft, will bt kind an ugh t' c ntinua with 
tha axraincti n. 

DR. VON KRiJTTt Dr. r n Kr.-fft, assistant t-' Dr. Hanza, for tha 
Daf indent Kugl«r. 

DIRECT-EX.JCDi.TION (CONT'D) 

BY DR. KR^FFT: 

Q. Mr. Kugl-.r, than wining y u cb ut Frr.nc'l-r w» wrnt to taka 
into ccc vmt that ccc rding t' an • rd -r of tha Tribunal Dr. T -rr is 
g'ing t ba jxrjninad ab ut Franc >1 y subs .quart t jrur axanination. Thira- 
f >r», I shall c nfina nys .If nly t-' th $i qusati ns that rr* n't g~ing 
to ba g na int by Dr. Tar Mia*. 

I har* a fjw pr.linimry quasti ns: D^a y . u w- r k , n tha Franch 
bus in jss f /crbkn, t in what capacity did y u participat* in tha Fransh 
nag-tiati ns? 

I participat a 1 tlwS3 ns in »ny capacity as M-.nag re 

of Dirict-rati Djpcrtaaot %astui? 8 » ^ whlch ' u * t ’ the tha Cantral 
..gflciis fo r International Dystuffs had bean c -nnectad. 
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**• W t* 7 u, in th« cas. -f Franc- It, also the executive Tgan? 

**• Ju3t M thj w rk - n thd t chnical part -f th* agro-mant was 
d ns by thi ffice and just as thd l.gcl qujsti ns wars handled by Dr. 
Xuapp.r, as the ifcncg, r «.f the L.gal Departomt; than, tha c'aoarcicl part 
xas w rksd n by ths %r*ct-rat* Department Dy .stuffs, airi to car tain ot.nt 
•na can charset iris* qy functi ns, . t na can c opera than t<» thd activity 
"f Dr. Struss in thi Ttu 'ffici, t nth ths activity of Dr. K*uppjr in tha 

Lsgal Djpartnunt Dy stuffs. 

• • 

<*. Did y u havs a d>cisiv, influ.nc* ab ut thd fact as t/> whsthsr 
or h t thd Franc 1 r n*g tinti ns w -uld b. c ncludxi by F.-rt>*n end ab ut 
th» c nt.nts f Uw agr «ao ants? 

a. Oni cann t say that. Thd dscisi mrsn tinsy hands, but in 
thd final analysis it «=s in th* hands th* V rstand mwobars. 

Q. Mr. Kuglir, plsfo* till us «hm y u st.rt,d to participat* in thd 
w>rk end in thd nig tiati ns which br ught ab ut thd Franc-lor /.grssnunt. 

“• <4 thi Dir «ct/-r f thd Sjcr.tariat I participated in thd pr*- 

lininary w rk; thin, I perticipct.d in thi pr^liaiiury discussi-ns that wjrj 
c nductid with th* -misticj ^'xssisai. n ^ ci^-dan. ^hdthu- I participated 
in ell -f thssa nntings I d' not tku.U et thi m n»nt. Thesi discussi ns 
in "iisbadin s irv.d thi jurp si of taking up th* initial c ntact nth th si 
eginciis which wj. r op nsibl. f~r the r activrti n *f thd business activity 
in Franca oi c nnioti n with thd Riich Ministry f Ec n nics, and cg.ncia* 
thet it ir • dscisiv. f r c nducting thd busin ,ss r -.lati ns. I rsaaibar that 
tha discussi ns f r France in thi dyestuffs business wer* carried • ut in 
..ugust with thj -raisticd Corodssi n and that lat j— appr xicct.ly cr und 
the oiddli f ..ugust — Ur. Schnitzlo- r.p rt*d in rfi-esbaden ab ut thd 
inpr.ssi ns that he had gained during his first trip in France. 
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* Mr. Kugler, what sort of tr\p was that pnd wno partici¬ 
pated in It? 

A ?hl8 first trip was undertaken by Mr. von Schnitzlor 
tog5th3r with Dr. Tor Ha«r. As far as I remember It was to oo a 
preliminary Informational trip about the situation in France as 
It presented itself after the term nation of hostilities. 

On the oasis of information of German agencies in Paris, at 
that time, interesting poices of information was imparted to 
us to the effect that French textile industries would probably 
not start operating in the immediate future. 4 'hnt was interest¬ 
ing for us dye-stuffs salesmen because the textile industry 

in Franco, Just as It was truo for other countries, was the 

0 

chief consumer of dye-stuffc. One can sny that in countries 
like Franco the share.of tho textile industry in tho consumpt¬ 
ion of dyo-stuffs was approximately sixty or sevonty percent* 

V Mr. Kuglor, can you ple n 'e toll rao what was tho immedi¬ 
ate cause for this trip. 

A That wasn't ono single roason alone. lou have to take 
into consideration the situation at the time. Bofore the war 
w 0 had considerable business interests in France. There was 
a largo agency in Paris, tho SOPI. kno- by way of 
Switzerland, that during the war that a lawsuit for espionage 
activity had been brought against SOPI. Mr. von Schnitzlor 
wanted to find out, on ths spot, what the fate of the menoors 
of that firm was and these employees were our employees or 
at least they were employees of our firm before the war. i'hore 
were stockpiles and storerooms of which one didn't know whr.t 
hed happened to them. And the same Is true for accounts 
receivable and other property that we had In France before the 
war. Thus Mr. von Schnltzler, as the chief of tne sales 
combine dye-stuffs, had a whole number of reason why he 
should undertake such a trip. Ab*ve and beyond that, I thought 
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that the reason was that Hr. von Schnitzler wanted to inform 
himself, in his capacity as chief of the ?ar Dye6 Group about 
the entire situation. 

% Is it correct. Dr. Kugler, that next to the Armistice 
Delegation, the Reich Ministry of Economics was also a decisive 
agenoy? 

A *es, chat is absolutely correct. 

a Did you negotiate with the Reich Ministry of Economics in 
the Francolor question? 

A Hot as far ae I remember. . 

Q, Who discussed these qujstions with the Reich Ministry 
of Economics? 

A I remember that Mr. von Sohnltzlor talked to tho Roloh 
Ministry of Economics and occasionally poople from the 3erln 
office may ha.vo talked to the Reich Ministry of Economics 
about tho French affairs during tho first time. „ 

i* Before tho beginning of the negotiations with tho 
the French group — that Is oefo.e tho tfUsbaden meeting on 21 
and 22 November 1940, — had you been in Franco? 

A Yos. At tho end of August or tho beginning of 
September 1940. 

* Can It be that period of 29 August until 5 Soptorabor 

1940? 

A ^08. 

* Is that the trip, Mr. Kugler, to which ''rosecutfcon 
Exhibit 1241 refers, NI Document 5893? Mr. ^resident, this 

Is the Prosecution document contained In Book 57 of the Proee- 
outlon Document Books on page 30. 

A Yos, that is right. 

(I I shal fieri later with that exhibit, out now I should 
merely like to find out from you what brought '•bout this 
trip at tho end of August and the begirding of September 1940. 
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A On 20 ^uguat 1940 there was a meeting In Berlin of 
the Commercial Committee. I participated in this meeting as a 
( guest. Hr. von Schnltzler reported during that meeting, among 
other things, r-oout his first trip to France that I have already 
mentioned. Hr. Mann Informed the peoplo present of his Inten¬ 
tion that he also would undertake a trip to France at the 
end of August. Dr. Ter Harr and Dr. Krueger wanted to Join 
his staff. Those people were from Berlin NW-7. I had known 
Mr. Mann for many years. I was a particularly close friend 
of Mr. Mann's during the years 1921 and 1925 when I was under 
his charge In Faroen. It was a kind gesture of Mr. Mann to sug¬ 
gest to Mr. von Schnltzler curing that mating that I should 
oe permitted to take part in that trip. Mr. von Schnltzlor 
sgr-ed. I ronomber this very dearly. During a lunch this was 
at the Hotel A,-lon. And thus I became a member of- that group. 

I should merely add that since railroad trafflce had not yet 
been restored regularly, the trip was undertaken In two auto¬ 
mobiles belonging to the firm. 

Q Did the people participating in this trip have an 
outlined program or a Joint task that was prearranged? 

A No. From the point of view of Faroen's organization, 

the circle of people was a very colorful conglomeration. There 

were people from the Pharma Sprrte; there were peoole from 

Berlin Ntf-7 with quite different types of work; and finally 

there was one dye-stuffs .man in the group. The people In 

this group participating in the trip were to try to gat a 

• 

picture of the general situation. I personally was to visit 
those agencies among others with whom contact had been estab¬ 
lished already during the fl st trip of Mr. von Schnltzler 
and Dr. Ter Hear. Hr. von Schnltzler considered it particularly 
desiraole to calk to these agencies once more, oecause during 
the first trip a confusion of oomions had arisen about the 
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I 

future intentions of the Military agencies vith regard to the 
industrial activity In Francei One could say that for every 
man there was a different opinion and attitude, and therefore I 
was to investigate and try to find out if anything had been 
clarified in the meantime. 

* During that trip apparently various agencies wore 
visited in Paris. I should now like to know whether all 
participants In that trip went to see these various agencies 
in Paris together. 

A No, that wasn't the case that we arrived there, so to 
apeak, as a six member or seven member delegation. One visit 
and sometimes several visits would bo carried out together. 

I believe the visit with Dr. Mlohel was carried out together 
but for the rest the circle in Paris dissolved very qulokly and 
individual discussions wore conducted. Mr. Mann went to one 
agoncy, Mr. Grobel went to another, I myself visited friends 
and acquaintances,'and Mr. Krueger had other friends. In the 
evening wo net perhaps for dinner or during noon hour for 
lunch. 

4 As can oo seen from Exhibit 1241, that I mentioned 
previously, a joint report was rendered. How did that cone 
about? 4 

A Dr. Ter Haar, who has some Journalistic talents, thought 

that It might perhaps .oe expeditious to draw up a travel 

report. We didn't contradict that suggestion. Dr. Tor Haar 

went about making notes of what he heard during a Joint confer- 

ence or of what he understood during a Joint conference or 

• 

what he thought he had understood from certain storios that 
were told him on his individual visits. . 

Q. We shall deal with that affair later. At this tine I 
should like to find out this from you. Please comment, Dr. 
Kuglar, about the question of your other participation in the 
Frejicolor negotiations. 
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A. As the managor of tye chief department dye-stuffs, I partici¬ 
pated in the prolia inary negotiations which brought about tho Viosbndon 
negotiations of 21 end 22 Sevosber. I then asslstod in tho numerous 
Paris negotiations that took place in 1941, That is in the case of all 
of then ~ beginning with the neoting of 20 and 21 January 1941. I kept 
a record of all of theso aeotlngs. 

Q. Dr, Zuglor, did you yourself conduct negotiations at any tiao • 
or did. you only hare the part of an expert? 

A. Of courso Z spoke op now and again during tho meetings and 
negotiations but whon you say oxport I believe you hero proporly choracJ 
terizod ny activity. 

Say something briefly about your factions that you corriod out 
oftor tho Prancolor onterpriso was founded. 

A. Tho consortial troaty botwoon tho original firos and tho Proton 
provided that tho Consoil D'Adalnistration bo given two connittoos as 
advisory organizations naooly tho Coanittoo Technique and tho 
Commit too Coccorcialo, t bocaao th» chalraan of tho Coanittoo Tochnlquo 
on tho Gorman sido. Thoro was also a Trench chairman. And in tho Coa- 
miteo Technique I>r. V«nk was tho chairman on tho Goman sido. 

Q, Did that activity in the Cossltteo Cosaorclelo tako nuch of 
your - tiao? 

A. On.) can't roally soy that. Tho ConsoJl D'Administration con- 
venod arjpr-xiantoly throe or four tisos a yoar boginning with 1942 
and on tho day preceding tho nooting of tho Consoil D'Adainistration 
there was a nooting of tho Comittoe Tochnlqua and another ono of tho 
Cone it too Comaorclalo. By the way, thoro woro not very many commercial 
questions around that time becauso production wre of necessity limited 
and sales woro more or loss channoled in certain directions and ns tho 
rocords of the Committee Comsorciale show, quito a considorablo part 
of the tine was taken ^ in trying to find accounts rocoivablo and stores 
and stockpiles of tho parent firms of Prance, of unfroozing theso accounts, 
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and seeing to It that these accounts, with the special permission of 
the Belch H this try of Zcinosiea, should ho paid to tl» parent flies by 
way of a spdeial clearing arrengtcect. That was an aaaistance wo granted 
to tho Ironch paroct fir-e. 7i» Coaaittee Cos-ordale would have boon 
ablo to conduct its proper business only after the return of normal 
conditions* 

<5* Thank you. That is enough, I now turn to something olao, 
fronch fires, next to Kuhlnsnn, St. Clair, St, Denis, and tho so^callod 
lntor parent fires of Tmneolor, — a nuabor of othor Fronch firms 
belonged to tho GereajwTronCh Itro stuff Cartel, tho tripartite or qu*dJ 
ripartito cartel. Vfhat fires wore eoneornod in that caso? Can you 
toll bo that) . - 

A 4 The t {fat kulh'W^fneAty tho fire Stolnor, and Durand and 
Huguonir ih BU^uonin, w«to eoneornod; Tho lkttor fire wao diosolvod and 
nndo a part of kuhlaann bft<-fo tho war bfoko «ut| Furthormoro, thoro 
woro two more firas which participated ih tho dafiel ns so-callod opl * 
pondix firas. They woro tho fires Xagout ot C«jo11o and Croix VntC 
quohalo, 

Q, Tfc* fixes you havo Just oontloned woro not taken into tho Tran- 
color ontorprioo. What happonod to thoaT 

A. Tho flrno of Stoinor, Kagout ot Caaollo and Croix Vasquohalo 
woro to bo closod down. Tho throo remaining firms I montionod woro loJ 
catod in Aloaco. Tho indlctaont deals with tho flra of Mulhouso, 
Mulhcuso-lDornach was transformed into a Joint Swloo^C-orman firm which 
is not lncludod in the lndictsent. Tho plant in Hi^uonln, ao far as 
I know, had already boon dosed down vhon tho war broko out , and wo 
lcarnod later that tho plant itself hal boon sold to a firm by tho chief 
of tho Gorman civilian administration — to a firn, that is, which did 
not produce chemicals, 

Q, Mr. Zugler, did you personally conduct negotiations about tho 

individual aeesuros in that regard? 
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A. On® nust not la&glno that ttoro was a certain negotiation vhero 
It was stated quite openly "Vo aro now going to discuss the paralyzatlon 
or the shutting-down of these plants,* hut the shutting -down was treated 
in the course of the general negotiation*. 

<<V Oping the cross^oxealnatlon of tho witness Ovorhoff and also 
at Brother paooage duxtog tho Jr presentation of evidence, the Prosecution 
pointod to such shuttlng-ldown or paralyzatlon of plants and to tho re¬ 
strictions of production, and It oonsldors thoso noasuros discrimination 
or prejudicial to tho French Interests. I particularly rofor to tho . . 
trial brlof concerning Count IX on pago 42 of tho Goman and pago 40 
of tho English. Can you say anything about that? 

A. I havo a roady dlocuasod the Alsatian flnas. In rogard to tho 
threo French flras, nwoly, Stolnor, M agout ot Caeollo and Croix V tt squo-! 
halo, ono cannot spoak of any prejudice to front* lntorosts. Ono can 
only speak about such projudlco If ono doosn't know tho actual conditions. 
Tho throe firao didn't produco at all. Thoy wore what tochnlcal pooplo 
call rondy-oado ontorprlsos. Thoy aro flmt that ropack dyo^otuffn /that 
havo not boon produeod In their own pronlsoo: that dlluto dyostuffo; 
or that preporo cortaln drugs for tho prosorvatlon of food stuffs and 
again coll then in wall quantities. Tho dollvory of dyo-otuffs as ouch 
was dono by tho French parent fims, and tho continuod operation of 
their ontcrprloo9 was not consldored oxpodiont by the Pronch firms. It 
was considered oneconmleal. Tho decision about Magout ot Camollo nnd 
Croix Vasquehalo was very simple boc a uso both firms bolonge(^ iy 
Establlssoaont Kuhlnann and wore ovnod by then one hundred percent. The 
shutting down of those plants was a puroly Internal arrnngomont. In the 
case of the firm of Stolnerl do not know oxactly whothor those paront 
firms, or cno of the parent firms, had participated in tho cqjltal. At 
any rate M r , Prossard had taken that upon hinaSlf. at the time, to dis¬ 
cuss with Mr, Stolnor a possible conclusion of his mediating activity.. 
Whether an arrangement or a settlement was cade I do not know any mora. 
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?roo eur point of viow the aktter was of ntich Insignificant inper- 
tonco that one didn't hare to pursue it particularly or that ono 
quickly forgot the result or what hsnponod at the tlao. Particularly 
striking in the character of the Stolner probl«a was the fact that 
Kr. Steiner concerned hisaelf nainly, ae his chiof business, with the 
production of naraaledo and fruit Juices. H e was not a representative 
of heavy chanleal industry. 

<4. In order to clarify ooao points that have not yot been ox- . 
hauetod I want to turn to soaething elso now. In Book 57 of tho 
Prosecution^ page 29 of th .Gwroan toxt, tho Proeocution subaittod 
Docunont 4M9, ^hlbit 1240, on pogo 30 of tho Znglish. In tho indox 
of Book 57 that decunont is considorod and designated as proof for 
thcfact that tho nliitary corsandor for Franco confiscated tho onll 
torprioo Villors St. Paul of tho Btabliseoaont Kuhlnann on 7 January 
1940. Apparently tho Prosocution wants to ostablish a connection by 
this doemont with tho lator Prancolor negotiations. Can you ocomont 
on that? 

A, The aoasuro was not carried out upon tho instigation of 7nrbon. 
It has no connection with tho latter or with tho eubooquant Prancolor 

negotiations. 

Q. Vas this a confiscation at all? 

, In ny opinion not. In tho Coman toxt of tho docuaont oubait^ 

tod tho docroo or tho ordor is called ■Safeguarding", or "Socurity". 

In ay "pinion this is a regulation which corresponds to tho "Off 
Idnlto" sips a that aro, for instance, attached by Ado rlean Aray auth- 
oritioa to certain C-oraan public buildings, factories and so on. Tho 
puipcse of those signs, of.ccurso, is to prohibit unauthorized person¬ 
nel froa entoring theso buildings and to provost anybody fron taking 
• • 

away material froa theso prenlses and to create ordor. Th® toxt of 
this do cun on t confims such an assasption and tho arrangccont in which 
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the text has hoen lietod la thle printed forn — apparently a printed 
fern which the i^onciea of the German Military Police roceivod at the 
tino, and which th*ey attached wherever thoy thought it would he nocoo- 
sary. 
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On* littli qujsti n in that c nnscti n, Ur. bugler, wrt-* y'u, 
p.rhaps, in Villi ra St. Paul in 19W. 

- I didn't «it-r ^illiara St. Paul r any *th»r plant which was 
inc rp-rc.t;d in th* Villi :rs during the war. 

Q. Y*u h «ard nly n « ab ut this a call id safagucrding acti-n —r 
that is t • say, during tha c ursa f this trial? 

A . I-a, that ia right; and I w uld add that in tha c ursi f sub*- 
asquint n*g ti:ti na with tha French gr-up, as far aa I r=msQbSr, th* .ntip* 
evsnt was n t iv.n mmtl md by tha F r nch g*ntl*min. Tha Frenchman w uld 

* # i 

cirtainly hav« mnti nxl it if th*y hi d c naid.r*d such sipi os saquiatrot} n 
•r cnfiacati n but I assume thiy c nsid.r.d that nly o v jy diair.bl* aaf*^ 
guarding r a curity n*oaun. I can r»B*ab »r ft- a tha ^arly times -'f '*m*rican 
'ccupati n that «v ryb dy *.a trying t- g<t n« f th s« " -ff limit" aigno 
t>- attach t' n*'a h us*. 

Q. Thin, acc rd ng V y ur d*scripti n, • n* cann t op*«k of cny 
pnsauri that wr.a t b* »x*rt*d * n Kuhlmonn? 

Cirtainly n t, 

<4. In third curnnta pr*int%d by th* rr secuti n thia prissur* 
ia mnti n*l r, at least, th.r, or* certain f rmulatina c ntoin*d therein 
which p.nait n* t' c nclud* th-t th* int .nti n existed t' ax:rt such o 
pnssur.. In that c nn <ti n I want t nf r pcrticularly t* D.-cumant 
N a -«859, Exhibit 121*1, B k LVII, -n peg, 31, f tha English, and to tha 
ixhibit f th* Pr a *uti n -ff rad during th* cr as sxxjrinrtl n of Dr. ter 
Ma^r n th* 17 th f Fibruary 19k$ which is D cuasnt HI-li*22l*.' Can y-u 
consent n that, pl*asj? 

u. Such an iaprissi”n nay b* created if n« takas ut individual 
passages fr n its contents and if n, do*a n t taka int/' acc unt of if 
''n* d- is n t kn w cirtain c >nditi ns that pr .vailad during the time whan th* 

• n. r th* thr d cun ait was drafted and which w=r* presumed as kn'wn 
t- th* read*- whin th* d cusvents wer* drafted. 

Q. Dr-Kugl*r, .pleas, sxplain what yu hav* said a little ot* 


cl a ily 
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*<uiti g,n-.rally, I w- uld say cb ut this situati n that y u ari 
asking si r.b ut thr.t ths tine vhm tha nig tiati ns war a t-' ba started with 
tha Fr*r.ch gr up was d*tjrainjd by the G:rnan g'V;rna*nt. Fr-ru Exhibit 
121*1 n-Jiti n*d and fr n vari us -th-r d cun-nts -f tha Pr s^cuti -n, it can bi 
Sun h w nuch thi mtira affair was in a stati f flux in tha sana summer 
and icrly cutumn 'f 19i*0 end thr.t it ties tha g Vimmant that n» ran undid -y 
->rd rsd utright a p-'ssibla p-stp-’naaant -f thasa nag'tioti ns. 

I*. Can y u indicat* what r*as ns caussd tha G,rman 'ffipicl ag*nci* 
t'- ad pt such an attituda? 

S • 

... far cs 1 c uld dit*ct fr-o dirict c nsarsatl ns t" th at 
ag-nclis r fr *n any thu* surcis, tha r*as ns war* that, first, all 
quisti ns must b* a inti n-.d th-t had t- d with tha K-jguleticn if traffic 
batw* in ccupiid Franca and n n-occupi*d Franca. In that c- nn*cti-'n I 
a*nti n, starting fr a th» snail*st things: tha transportation of pirs ns 
and nail, tha transp rtati n ’fc en-diti «s bstwun th* two t nas, tha 
quisti nas t whith r cuat ns end inp rt r«gulr.ti ns war* t' remain in f-'rca 
or n t. Than th.r. wiri difficulties which ex sa fr'm the fact that tha 
S uthaost-m Up f Franca was -ccupiid by Italy and that a cartain 
c'-'Tdlnrti n -f tha ac n nic r.nd gmrcl p lxcy had t ' ba und.rtakan in tha 
It; lien part, in tha It. lien -ccupi id Franc* end in 0,rman -ccupi ad Franc*. 

In sh rt, th«r«.wjr» arny quisti ns which influ.nc.-d c normalization T tha 
ac n oy end whet wa kn w t day abet t nal b underias was v*ry much f It. 
r.t th* Uma in tha cesa f tha dtmarkati n lina — that is, th-a bord t ba-- 
tw**n ccupiid and un ccupi-?d Franco. 

Furth >r sifciguity r-s-:3tid in tha discus:,i ns ab ut tha fata 'f tha 
Dapartm*nt du N rd and the Department Pas da Cdcis. It was c nsider »d at th 
tima th-t th si tw' dap.rtncnts be made a part 'f Belgium politically 'T 
at laast ac n ndcally and t-‘ hi.vs Balgiun this* tw> departnints. B -th 'f 
these dapartn*nts war* inp'rtant for tha pr'curioant '•£ rew rv-.t.rials and 
p-rticulrxly fr tha dalivjy of c-*l to tha r-.st f Franc* end th* dicisi n 

4 «*• 

ab ut ths p liticd r jc n-oic future "f th s> two departments was c n- 
sidirvi t'- hav. an sss.ntial influ -.nee up n tha r .st of trade and industry. 
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I havs airicdy p int -f\ ut thi first trip undo-taksn by Ur. v n 

Schnitzl --r and I havs als-' p^-int-d to e c -rtr.in aa unt • f cnfusi- n that r — 

• 

suit’d in th* nsw G ncny edninistr. tiv« eg inci -s r.but tha future aims 
and this was n t clarifisd v.ry quickly. Oni discussed v-.ry l'ng wh*th>r 
naw pr ducts war. going V ba subject t • eppr val "T n't, whath-x nly tha 
direct wrx ass mtial industry was to ba reactivate r itaath-r als^’-thar 
industries soring civilian requirements sh uld ba r-.activatid. 

I hav. air wdy oanti n*d that tha t octila industry tll-fgadly wag 
t-> b. shut dxncndn t v*ry such lctsr the c urs. was changed abrupt»dly. 

On a int«ri3t>d na's self in having tha t octila industry ;p .rating and cl^o 
to pr 'due * th* raw mat >ricl for prducing th* t octil.-s end in that 
c nnecti nnn synth*tic fib-r pr J-cts wo-* planned ood pertly avin carried 
int > free tic j. 

fc-. Kugl it, that c irteinly txpic ins s m-mhat th* delay *f th* 
baginning f th * c ntcct bitw* n tw- parties but in a a* d cum»nta it is said 
th; t in th* m».ntiB* until th* n*g ti. ti ns ar* start*d a co-tcin influ*noa 
sh uld b< trk>n up n th* all c. tl n f raw mat rials t- th* Fr*sch dy .stuffs 
industry. 

... Ify msw«r t' y ur pr^s-nt qu*ti n will tek* quit* s-ma tin* end 
1 sh uld lik» t c ntinu* and n -t b* int.rrupt d. F.rhaps y *u sen sugg jst 
t' th. Tribuncl-that w* hav* • ur r<c*ss at this time. 

THE r?.'Sn>EKT: u* will tek* ur r*c*ss n >w. 

(.. r>c<33 was takjn.) +r 
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■2E I A13rAL: Tha Tribunal is asain in session. 

1KZ PRSSIinHT: Just a cwsent, counsel. The Secretary T-eneral has 
called the Tri.buna.Vs attention to the fact that there is some uncertain¬ 
ty in the record ldth respect to -Hoerlein Document Hi* offered by Dr. 

lielte as his exhibit 107 for Hoerlein. In order to clear up the situation 

/ 

the Tribunal now formally admits Hoerlein Document life as Hoerlein 'Ex¬ 
hibit 107. Tho Tribunal would appreciate it if some member of the pefense 
staff will call Dr. L’elte's attention to that matter. 

* You may proceed. 

3Y DR. VOH KRAFFT: 

0 

0.- 3b*. JCualer, I repeat your statements which you made before the 

recess in answer to -y last question. You explained the delay of tho corn- 

• 

. enceraent of the co.Asots between the two interested parti os. In a number 

of places of tho Prosocution document mention is made of the fact that 
• • • 

in tho nsantiifle, up to tho time of tho cenhancement of the negotiations, 
there was a demand that influence should bo excoroisod on the raw material 
distribution to Trench dyestuff factories. Can you nalco some statement about 
that? 

# 

A.- Yes, that is correct. Here again you must understand the situation 
as a whole, and-you :ni3t take into consideration tho back-round. You must 
not judge the situation from an excerpt from reports. 

0 

Let am explain that in detail. In tho su-aaer of 1940, reports ware 
already available tluit "rench industry — and I an referring to tho che¬ 
mical industry — endeavored to put the factories bac!: into operation 
as quickly as possible and to as large an extent as possible. The Prose¬ 
cution Exhibit 1241 contains a reference to this end. It states that one 

• ^ • * # 

of the leading directors of Kuhlmann, Director Raindre, had said that 

Xuhlmann would cany on in a big way. * 

m 0 0 

Prosecution Document HI-792, Exhibit 1242, in Book 57, English page 49 

* 

• I 

also refers to that Latter, idiich i- ry letter to Dr. Teer Haar of 12 Scpt- 
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ember, 1944. richibit 1 2A1 indicates the position and the jurisdiction of 
the field coc&ianders. Oil the occasion of the visit of the military cat- 
Wilder of Trance in Paris at the end of August, it was pointed out that 
the local field conanders had rather large authority to put the factories 
back into operation idthin their local areas and that they wauld make any 
aecessaxy decisions as far as they applied locally. 

In this connection I fight further repeat the reference to tho inform^ 
ation which they received on the occasion of this first trip according to 

which he could not assume that the main consumer of dyestuffs, the textiles 

• • 

industry, would start operation. Accordingly, one had to assume at first 
that there would operation. Accordingly, one had to assuno at first that 
there would momentarily bo no new demand for dyestuffs in Traneo. I shall 
cite a further cattor. 

Information readied uo from various export nar!cota at the time that 
the French firms would appear in export in such a manner which must be 
considered as a sorious prejudice to the Gorman foreign currency. This main- 
ly concerned goods which were either exported frem unoccupied France, or 
goods which we exported from the stocks of the French firms. Exhibit 18G6 

0 m 

of tho Prosecution, ! 1-14224, refors to that matter. I cuote: "Indication 
of disturbances Of the German foreign exchange proper r are prevelant." 
Confronting that with what I Just said was the situation in Gomany. Tho 

e 

dyestuffs production in Oeracny was considered non-essential, and imme¬ 
diately after the outbreak of the war was severely rogbiented and curtailed. 

• • • • 9 

The raw materials distribution, benzene, acids, on the one hand, and coal, . 

on the other, for purposes of dyestuffs production, were sliarply curtailed 
through the economic vroup and the Reich i'inistry of Economics. A t was 

e 

adapted to throthled needs of the domestic market and to tho still iroro 
limited export needs. 

In other production fields of Tarben, matters were somewhat similar. 

^ V 

In view of that situation one nay well understand that it was painted out 
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at the tine that ir. ccr.trast to this strict curtailiuent in Germany and to 
production control. in Germany, France should not work without any plan¬ 
ning. 

0 0 

Vjt. JCugler, as far as you knew at the tine, was there actually 

0 

such a danger that the .eneral Penman economic interests would be harraod, 
end do you know in tfcat was the official agency tried to regulate this 
stato of affairs? 

A.- There was no practical interference, and as far as the danger 
is concerned of vfcich you speak. Dr. Ter .‘Jeer in the courso of his examin¬ 
ation >rith respect to Count n will probably explain tiat ue simply did 

) 

not sec the uatter rui^« correctly. 

• • 

If, in the loto svanor and fall of 19W, one could have cloarly soon 

•• 0 

how difficult the raw -aterial situation in France we;., how difficult it 

would be sor ehow to regulate the transportation difficulties of which coal 

• 

supply was principally contin-ent, one would neither have made any statc- 
_ents about the production plxuis of French firos on the one hand nor 
would one have ta!con seriously the ramin-a by the Military comandcra 
• 1 th rospoct to the .latter; and I an particularly referring to tho ques¬ 
tion of the Jurisdiction of tho field comanders and questions portainins 
to permissions to bo granted. 

*n retrospect, the situation was that wo were unnecessarily udgcling 
our brains. Tho anxiety that the French factories concerned during a 
transition period tculd be ablo to »«>rk undor more favorable non-controllod 
conditions than wo did in Peraory, and that in connection with tliat the 

00 # 

C-onoral Gorman econo ic interests would suffer, and, for instance, tho 

0 

rationing of scarce raw material and tho reduction of foreign exchange 

* 

iwe completely superfluous, and it later turned out. 

AH these matters settled themselves. To what extent that was true 

0 , 0 , 

turnedout sone tiue later when Farben, after January 19-V1, after the first 
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private negotiations nith the Trench group, tried to assist the French 
dyestuffs factories anti tried to icprove their situation as far as pos¬ 
sible with respect to rau raterial supply, as coapared tiith the rest of 
tho French industry. 
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Dr. Ambros cade certain indications on this subject while he was / 
examined, and Dr. Ter steer probably will also make some remarks with 
respect to the coal supply. He will indicate hos difficult and some¬ 
times how unsuccessful such endeavors were, becouse everything turned 
out to be the opposite. 

C*. Ur. Kugler, your statements so far seem to clarify the inten¬ 
tions of Farben, and also throw some light on the economic conditions 
which prevailed at the time. But I cannot get round the fact that tho 
expression "pressuro" was used in those documents, indeed. 

A. I don't know where the word "pressure" was used. But, from 
what I have before me, I think, you ewst distinguish between Exhibit 
1241 and the Exhioit 1886. The latter document refers to a conference 
in Paris at the end of November, 1940. That is the document which was 
put to Dr. Ter User during cross-examination. Tho first document is 
the file note about tho Journey at tho end of August or tho boginning 
of September. I think that the fllenote referring to the conforonco of 
November, 1940, that is Exhibit 1886, clarifies considerably this ap¬ 
parent cpntradiction, which you refer to in your question. I may re¬ 
mind you that it was our intention to offer this exhibit 1886 as a De¬ 
fense exhibit. That couldn't be dono becauso it was used during cross- 
examination. 

Q. Ur. Kugler, would you plefse enlarge upon this subJoet? 

A. Let me state the following. Today I not in a position to 
state whether tho draXt which at the time was sent to me by Dr. Ter 
Haar, who wes the author of the file note on tho Journoy in sumnor, I960, 
is the same to which Exhibit 1242 refws. I don't know *hethor or not 
on the basis of suggestions by third parties or on tho basis of the 
author's own ideas against the .draft submitted to mo, any furthor ad¬ 
ditions or changes wore cyde. possibly such additions and changes wore 
made pertaining to such matters which wero discussed hero concerning 
exercising some influence. For that reason I should like to ask you to 
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understand ny statement up to now on that subject to neen thrt I assume 
the.t Exhibit 1241 is the correct text. If that is so, its contents must 
be understood in the sense I explained. I pc not the author of the tra¬ 
vel report. As I arid, it was by Dr. Ter Hear. In the introduction to 
the examination pertaining to France, I already statod under what cir¬ 
cumstances this travel report was drawn up. Had I written it mysolf, 
perhaps I would have stated it clearly and unanfciguously when dealing 
with the dyestuffs field wha.t actually was, and rtiat was not, wanted. 

The word "pressuro" probably would not have boon used at all. In¬ 
stead, I would have explained the anxioty, that without any settlement * 
of the raw materials distribution there would have been groat confusion 
in France. This quite independently of tho question whothor negotia¬ 
tions are, or are not, carried on with the French. In tho ceso of 
drafts written by third parties, ono does not like to nako corrections, 
particularly if the a.uthor is known to be somewhat sensitive, a* it is 
true in the case beforo us. 

When writing my letter to the author, I confinod mysolf to sugges¬ 
tions in tho supplement what sowrned, to me, to bo important with ros- 
poct to tho production pirns of tho French factories. As Mr. Mann 
stated during his examination, this is how this travol roport consti¬ 
tutes is mixture of materially corroct statooonts and soma confusod and 

& — g 

unclear strteoents. 


'4. Dr. Kuglor, that will do- Hew. toll do: Did the author, whom 
you designated as Ur. Tor Haar, djfund this travel report, according to 
your knowlodgo? 

A. I can't say that now. At any rate, the travel as such was tho 
subject of a discussion during a eating of the Cocmcrcial Coralttoo on 
the 25th of September, 1940. . 
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1 also refer to Prosecution Exhibit 369, NI 6161. These pro the minutes 
of that conference. I refer to paragraph 3 on page 2 of the German toxt. 
Certainly the actual result of this Journey was discussed and approved 
during that coenercial cocsdtte*) mooting. 

q. I should like to know from you. Dr. Kugler, in what way the 
file note of November, I960, Exhibit 1886, clarifies things? 

A. I am the author of that file note and I also signed it. pagos 

2 and 4 of the Gomen toxt speak of t tactical and material support in 
two places. The file note also contains the word "prossura", but not 
in the sense tha.t it was intondod to exercise prossuro. To clarify 
thrt, let me say something about the background of this trip. At tho 
beginning, or at tho sdddlo of November, 1940, after Farbon had urged 
tho authorities to strrt tho conferences a conflict arose between tho 
Ministry of Economics and tho Araistice Delegation and the Military 
Comnandor of France. Thore was a dispute botwoen thoso agoncios 
whothor the first conforence was to tako place in Paris under tho spon¬ 
sorship of the Military Coomandor, or in Kiesbadon under tho sponsor¬ 
ship of tho Araistico Delegation. Tho docision was mado in favor of 
Wiosbadon. Aftor tho Wiesbaden conference, Dr. Ter Haar and I woro com¬ 
missioned to go to Paris. Wo wore to approach the military commander 
in Franco; that is, in particular. Dr. Kolb and Dr. Uichol, and report 
for one thing about tho cosuit of the Wiosbadon Conference, ari<T furlhox^ 
wc wore to explain to th^so gontleocn that Farbon neither would nor 
could exercise any influence with respect to the choice of tho location. 
Any dissatisfaction on the part of the Parisian gentlomon was to bo 
avoided, or if any such dissatisfaction already existed it was to bo 
removed. Tho file note in its first paragraph refers to this matter, 

on page 2 of the Gorman text.’ I quote: "Beyond that, in tho courso 
of events, Ppris- has lost face to a considerable dogree. Dr. Kolb, 
head of the chemical doparUxint Paris, in the absenco of Dr. Michel, 
through Lieutenant-Colonel Neef had heard from Monsieur Blanchard tho 
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French Government representative that the date was fixed on tho 2l6$ pf 
Dcccnbcr, and then subsequently telephoned Berlin in order to at loa.st 
aa.vo hisC'co before the Frenchmen, During the discussion both gentle¬ 
men, Dr. Michel and Dr. Kolb, recognized that Farbco throughout tho en¬ 
tire affair bound its-lf in a somewhat delicate situation, and that it 
had boon difficult for Farben to consider tho caso any differently than 
under the point of view to constantly remain tho objoct of any official 
decision". In order to substantieto what I have sntd in the beginning, 
that the filo noto of Kovosbcr proves that thoro was no actual pressure 
intondod on the other partner, by Frrbon, as it was alloged by tho Pro- 
socution, I should like to quoto tho following from tho filo noto. I 
shall quoto from the first paragraph "The question of tho location of 
the first German-French dye-stuff conference was touched upon again by 
both of the gcntlemon." "Both genileaen" r».for* to Uichol and Kolb, 

"and this oAtter also soocs to concern the Paris agencies as boforo. 

Dr. Uichol informs that Dr. Burrndt, "anothJr co-workor of Uichol," 
had gone to Berlin during those days in order to obtain clarification 
from the Roich Ministry of Economics whothor Paris or Wiesbaden was to 

I 

be givon priority. Paris presents tho poiat of view that tho start of 
such negotiations should in principle tnko place at Paris; unloss tho 
subjoct of the discussion was intended from tho start to hrve politi¬ 
cal significance, .'ocording to tho P»risinn view, Wiosbadon should 
only appear at a stage when the negotiations remained without positivo 
succoss and when political pressure had to bo exercised, which Paris, 
according to Michel's own statooent, can only exorcise to A very lim¬ 
ited extent." 

From the second paragraph on page 2 of the German text, one can 
read the following, and I shall again quote, quito briefly: 

"Mr. Michel expects, however, that further conferences will tpke 
place in Paris." 

The Paris agencies tried to get the conference to go to Paris where 
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there ves no, or less, possibility of any pressure, according to their 
own statements. This file note doesn't try to be short, it is rather 
lengthy, indeed. Had wo wanted to exercise any pressure, thon in view 
of the oxtensive size of this file note some indication would certain¬ 
ly have been made that it was actually and particularly thrt one could 
not continue the conference in Wiesbaden. 

Q. Ur. Ku^ler, I don't think wc need to discuss this matter any 
further. Let me quito briefly touch upon the proportion of Francolor 
problom within the frame of Fronr.h industry. The Prosecution, under 
Paragraph 103 of the indictment states thrt JCuhlmann, St. Clair, and 
St. Denis, represent tho throo most important chemical industries of 
France. One intermediate question, Dr. Kuglor, is St. Clair consider¬ 
ed on its own ono of the larger or tho snallor plants of France? 

A. It is tho anallost of the three. Tho proportion approximate¬ 
ly is sixty percent Kuhlnann plants, like St. Paul, Villiers, and 
Oissol; St. Denis, twonty percent; rod St. Clair, ten porcont — 
twonty-fivo per cent, St. Denis; and fiftoon percent St. Clair - 

Q. That will do. Can you make some statoewnts about tho ordor 
of magnitude, and whether those throo factories actually roprosont tho 
most important chemical plants in France? 

A. This quos.tion is in connection with some points made in tho in¬ 
dictment under 113, according to which Farbcn acquired control over tho 
chemical industry in Frsnco. Dr. Ter Ucor, during his examination, will 
to a cert-in extent describe tho technical aspocts of the chemical in¬ 
dustry in France, and I undertook to give a few figures with respect to 
their sizo. Hell, th“t really anticipates Dr. Tor Mocr's examination, 
but I think I may got it in hero. 
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This irill also s_rvc to clarify sano points ,iadc under 
paragraphs 1QU and 105, which doai with also the order of ma-.nivuc'o. 

If one coR3idorcd the value of a country’s industry or if one trios to 
evaluate tho branch of one particular industry, then one is confronted 
to an increasing oxtont with the sane difficulties which exist when 
ono trios to ovaluato ono individial enterprise. 

Tho difficulties aro soaowhat larger. One must at first 
try to find oortcin standards of cooper is on. One must try to lijnit tho 
concepts to a certain dogroo. Ono can consider chemical industry in 
tho narrow so iso, and one can considor it in a broad sense. In othor 
words, borderline fields as for instanco, oloctro metallurgical fiolds, 
can bo includod or can bo excluded, but wo aro roally not coneornod 
with such do tails horo. 

^orhape wo can only soa frou tho largo figuros whothor tho 
assumptions of tho .'rosccution aro correct or not, and a standard for 
such a general survey can bo gloanad Crtxi the tvrnovor. Tho pro-war 
turnovor of tlw Fronch Chaiical Industry, according to official 
statistics, ostiaatos by tochnicrl organizations, otc., in agroo -.ont 
with nost pooplo concornod, anountod to 1.7 billion marks annually. 

»no capital of Francolor, according to tho pro-war turnover, was estima¬ 
ted as amounting to 800 million French Prcncs, that is ho million :aarks. 
I add that rhon ostiacting those liO million marks, 800 million Fronch 
francs, a correction of tho exchange rote has to be renerved. 

Rio conclusion which I want to draw fron those figuros 
still holds truo because tho rate of tho Fronch Franc difforod boforo 
the war and during tho war; tho manner in which tho rate was cxchangod 
is stated by Schnitzlor Docunont US . v. 

Q Cne intermediate question; when discussing this 
Schnitzier document you aro referring to a docurxnt about to bo 
introduced? 

A That's right. 

* Q It is a Defense docunont? 
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A Yes, it a Dofenso document ifhich Dr. Sioaers introduced. 

Thoso 1*0,000,000 Berks, compared to the 1.7 billion narks 
entire turnover of French Chemical in&istries, result in a percentage 
of 2\ per cent. Ferbon, harovor, only took over approximately 50 per 
cent of Francolor. That is to say, of the 2| per cent, mean only ono 
and ono-quarter per cent and aro ncx; confrontod trith the 100 por cont * 
of the Indictment. 

Q *.r. Itoglcr, you havo diseased various standards of cara- 
perison boforo. TThon applying another standard, vould you orrivo at a 
similar correction of too states vents .uedo by too Prosecution? 

A i oa. Tho Agonco Iconooiquo ot Co • Hirciollo, that io tho 

f 

nost significant Fronch Icononic Journal, in 1?1*2, has survoyod tho 
actual intorost valuo of tho roprosentativo Fronch Chemical ^torprisos. 
Tho evaluation starts out free stock exchange quotations, and it in¬ 
cludes tho firms Pochinor, Viainos, Ihono-Poulonc, Aire Liquido, St 
Gaubin and Xubrnmn. Tlio total of tho internal values of those compenios 
amounts ttoraforo to approximately 2? billion Fronch Franca. In this 
sum. 111 hire nn, tho most important of tho ropresentstivo Fronch paront 
firms of Francolor, has a shcro of 2 billion Francs. This figuro cor¬ 
rects the statasonts unde undor Paragraph 103 of tho Indictmont. 

I shall new turn to another consideration. Within tho 
group of tho French paront ctmpanios of Francolor, Kuhlmann had a aliaro 
in a proportion of 1*8.8 Xuhlrann to 21.3 St. ,-)onis to 9.8 St. Clair. 

That is, talking in porco.ita-os, ruhlncnn bad approximately 60 por cent. 

60 por cont of 800 million—Viet is fcx> capital of Francolcr—conos- 
ponds to approximately liCO nillion Fronch Francs. Jn-othor vrords, tho 
internal value of "uhlmann of *fcro billion French Francs, as \:o arrivo 
at it according to our calculations, too dyestuffs factories aba rbod 
by Francolor, amounted to approximately ono fourth, end did not reprosont, 
as the Prosecution says urdar Paragraph 110 of the Indictment, tho main 
property of '{uhlmann, - the main assets of Muhlmcnn. Beyond that, 

Ferbon accuired only approximately 50 par cont, that is, the ono-quartor 
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changes into one-cighth. 

Ono more point added to this play of figures. Under para¬ 
graph 113 of tho Indicfcont, tho Prosecution spooks of the "acquisition 
of tho chemical industries of France." In addition to tho largo firns 
mentioned in tho article of "a^onco Zcononiquo, •* hundreds of iiodiui,i and 
smaller factories existed -xit thon there Mans still soro lar-o enter¬ 
prises, as for instanco, tho larger ontor risos of tho nitrogon, n'.'obor 
and synthetics industries, which aro not nonticnod in tho article, and 
thoso too bolongod to the Chemical JnAistry. On tho othor hand, ono 
might say that Fochinor includes that and that tiioy include certain 
bra no lies of T.stal prodiction, and in tho case of St. Gaubain, tho glass 
pro&ictior. was includod in tho calculations, but ovon if thoso ite.is 
aro excluded, Francolor doos not cjuxiwt to 2) to 3 por cent of tho 
entiro Chemical Industry of France, end Faro on's shr.ro amounts to not 
moro tha.n 1$ to 1.5 por cont. 

Q I think that Jill suffica. I have two raoro quostions. 
Did yai over view tho entire Fra.icol. r transaction \-lth tho thor»ht in 
mind that it could bo considered to be plunder and spoliation? 

A No, vr orsonrl ju«to«oat vf tiio Francolor transaction 
was sot down in an affidavit which I handed to Yr, tudolph of tho 
Prosecution in Ihrch, l?li7. in FranSfUrt. Tho conclusicns contained 
in that affidavit refer particularly to tho coimorcial part of thoso 
transactions, and to tho judgment of tho adainistrativo ports, also to 
tho autocalls of tho percentages of tho participation. I think that Dr. 
tor "eer, in tho courso of his examination, will go into those -rttors 
again and principally irill mention tho technical aspects of tho Fran- 


color transactions which were not .wntionod in ijy affidavit. 


I thick that I can confine lysoif to answering your ques¬ 


tion with, "No.". 
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Ky last question; r he Prosecution considers, with respect 
to this natter of Francolor, that the ala vps agrressivo war 
which Faroen helped to prepare. w hat can you say about that? 

A I cannot deny—and I ara still not denying—that the 
new order of tho relationship between the German and French 
dyestuffs factories, cane about as a result of the war. 

Perben did not want this “a.r, neither from an aggressive 
nor a defensive po’nt of view. I voiced ray opinion on that 
yesterday. In answer to your question let rae point out 
one thing; In the Francolor contract Farben guaranteed to 
Francolor tho pre-war business to the extent of 7,000 tons of 
dyestuffs for a dura.tlon of 99 years. This guarantee was 
increased oy Frroon undertaking tho obligation it would take 
French products from Franco Into Germany if for some reason 
It should not oe possible for Francolor to roach those 7,000 
tons in one particular yonr. ^urlng tho v,nr Far'oen concluded 
a further contract in the fiold of dyostuffs which I might 
mention in that connection. This was a contract with the 
*>ager Vcreln, of March 1941. It concerns tho settlement 
of Farben 1 s connection with tho new dye-stuffs factory of 
prnger Vcreln in Bohemia. Hero, again, Farben guaranteed— 

I think tho contract is vAlld for 9 y'ars — tho ore-war 
volume of production, and it even gave a bonus to be evaluated 
with about 25g. In summary I ral'ht state In reply to your 
question referring to tho examples I have stated pertaining - 
guarantees to Francolor and Pra-ger Vereln, - in ray opinion no 
one would act in that way who allowedly wanted to pay the 
terrible price of an aggressive wj.r for the expansion of his 
power position. In the final analysis an o.conomlc power position 
Is sale and turnover. 

lour Honors, this concludes the examination of Dr. 

Xugler with respect to Francolor and his examination as such. 
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I have no further questions to put to him. 

THE PRESIDENT: (To Dr. Helnce) Do you have any further 
questions. Doctor? Do other defense counsel have any questions 
of this witness? 

DR. KROSH: Dr. Xroen for the Defendant Xuehne. 

BY DR. KR02N: 

« Dr. Xugler, this morning you were speaking of the 
carbide production in the Sudeten-Gerraan plant Falkenau. In 
order to clarify that matter I want to ask you this: Did 
the carbide production at Falkenau 8'rve to lncreaso the German 

h 

war potential and can you tell me whexw the caroldc, which was 
produced there, was sent? 

A I waon't quits dear this morning, perhaps, in connection 
with the carbide production. I didn't mention that ray 
statement made In 1945 was Just as.wrong with respect. to 
carbide as It was with respeot to carbon bisulphite. Carbido 
was used, to a small extant, for welding and, to a. large 
oxtent, for tho production of calcium-nitrogen. 'i‘ho expansion 
of the plant which was plannod out never carried out would have 
served tho 6arae purposes. If the concepts of war potential and 
war production arc considered very broadly, one could also 
include carbide, as well as carbon olsulphle. It's the same 
with a bicycle. If you put a nan on it who . ' the morning 
delivers oread, then I'm sure that that bicycle must be 
considered a civilian article; If, however, you ?ut an Infantry 
man on that bicycle, then on* might say that Is war production. 
That applies In the 6aoe way to a large number of choraical 
products. It Is decisive only as that in those factories 
who produced no explosives, no gas, even If Dr. B?sch in the 
affidavit*that he drew up says that gas was produced; but no gas 
was produced, 

Q, -foil, I wan tad to put that question’to you. 
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^ha .k you, -our Honors* I have np fuptlfer-jju-'Bljlons. 

THE PRESIDENT: Anything further from the defense counsel? 

Then, the Prosscutlon may corss-axaralne the witness. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

5Y HR. N'T LAN; 

<4 Specking of Francolor, first, was it your idea at the 
time, and did yf>u express It, that the arrangement to bo made 
with the French in the dyestuffs fields during the occupation 
would become the pattern for other fields of French industry? 

A n r. N cwrnan, at the end of April or at the beginning of 
May when I wrs Interrogated I already discussed with you whether 
it had been ray idea too, obtain this participation. Is thrt what 
you are referring to? 

4 Just k moment. My quostlon Is this: Was It your ldoa 
that Farben's plan in tho dyestuffs field should become the 
pattern for gtiler fields of French industry? 

A It's possible, Mr. Newman, out I don't know whether 
I was so couvinod of the fairness and soundness of tho Francolor 
contract that at some time In those five years I told at 
some olrce or .someone else thpt this might well serve 
as a modei. I aa not sure now, but I believe that It Is not 
out of tiac qu?st on. I shp.l oven go one step further. I 
might 6C.; that it would still ge a model for Far'oen -nny- 
way for what Is left of it- so beautiful wr 8 this Franco .or 
agreement. 

■i, Well, the Prosecution would like to introduce NI-15228, 
which becomes our Exhibit 2142. This Is an excerpt from 
a letter signed ■von Schnit2ler B and ^ugler, 0 to Dr. • 

“raraer of November 8, 1940; e.nd I particularly refer to the 
Ip at part of this letter; out I have no further questions in 
thl6 connection. 

THE PRESIDENT; Just a noraent. Just a nomeat, please. 

First, Counsel, is that Document 15228? 
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MR. H3WHAN; That's right. 

THS PRESIDENT: ^nd It becomes Exhibit— 

MR. NEWMAN: 2142. 

THS PRESIDENT: Now, is this in connection with the 
previous question? 

MR. i'SVMAN: That's right. 

THE PRESIDENT; Veil, Just a raoraent, please. 

WITNESS KUGLER; MCy I have tho docunont? 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a noraent, plsase. 

WITNESS KUGLER; May I hAve the document? 

MR. NEWMAN; You may have It as I hAve no further 
qu.stlon, please. 

THS PRESIDENT; Just one noraent, pliase. Just n raoraent, 
please. The Tribunal is holding up things; ust keep the 
documents one second. 

Now, counsel, a6 ve understand the testimony nnd as we 
understand the docunent, your Exhibit 2142 simply corroborates 
what the witness has testified to. If It is admitted in 
evidence, it becomes a subject of a collateral Inquiry; And 
upon what theory do you conclude that you are entitled to 
corroborate h witness who was Admitted substantially what 
the document says? 
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UR. NEWMAN: May I suggest, Mr. President, that I pnswor this ques¬ 
tion after I put ay next question because this document is important in 
another connection. 

TOE PRESIDENT: Very well. Ask tho next question. 

BY MR. WHAN: 

0. Now, you quoted. Dr. Kugler, from Exhibit 1886. This is your 
report on the conferences you held j»t Paris at the end of November 1940. 
You quoted that according to Dr. Michel the pressure would be stronger 
on the French if negotiations would taJco pleco at Wiesbaden rather than 
in Paris. My question is, is it not true that you personally wclcomod 
the fact that Wiesbaden was picked for your first m eting with tho 

0 • 

French for this very reason — that the pressure on tho French would bo 
atrongor on this count. 

DR. VON KRAPFTt Objection, Mr. President. I think that this ques¬ 
tion in that form is not proper. 

0 

THE PRESIDENT: That objection is overruled * You n*y answer tho 
question. 

A. It is possible that it was written down somewhere. But not in 
connection with that file note. 

BY MR. NEMAN: 

Q. No, ay quostion did not refer—I didn’t s«y that it was written 
in connection with this filo note 1886 , but ay question is whothor it is 
true that you wolcoaed Wiesbaden as tho place of your first mooting with 
tho French because of the fact that ft Wiosbaden tho Gorman -uTnistico 
Delegation took part in tho negotiations and so the entire mooting had 
an official character. 

A. I can't say that today. Perhaps you oust submit a document to 
no in order to refresh ay ceeory. 

UR. NE'.liiK: tfcw. Hr. President, in this connection I would like to 
introduce the exhibit I already numbered. Has your so-cdlod Claim to 
Leadership in France limited to the dye-stuffs field or did it embrace 
the chcnicfl field as r whole. 
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A. It was cor.-'lnod to the dye-stuffs field. If other fields were 
in the Francolor as dye-stuffs rad regained there it was only because 
Farben, as well as the paront companies, realized that already avail¬ 
able installations in the factories, say for synthetic products, or 
others, should not be dismantled and placed elsewhere. That is why, 
in the Francolor the field of Produits Divers was provided for. The 
Fronchnen, as it was shown in the contract, did not complain about it 
at all. They did not say that Parbcn claimed leadership for itself and 
tried to t»ko control of other things too. You can soo that from the 
fact that the Francolor agreement hes a passage with respect to devel¬ 
opment in the future idiich had nothing to do with t ho othor subjects. 

UR. SPHECHER: Mr. President, wc really had intended that wo 
could mako this cross-examination very short. The statements which tho 
witnoss has mado lond themselves to a vary short cross-examination. 

Now, tho simplo quoation which was Just addrossod to the witnosa was 
merely whether or not tho Claim to Leadership was to oxtond to tho dyo- 
stuffs field or if it warn to go to tho entire chomicrl fiold. That 
can certainly be ensworod very simply and I believo it was by his first 
words. Tho explanation thoroaftcr was ontiroly surplusago from our 
point of view rna our control over the cross-examination is limitod un- 
less thcro is sorao attoopt to bo responsive on tho part of the witnosa. 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho Tribunal will instruct tho witnoss that when 
ho can do so ho should answer tho quostion directly and simply with a 
yes or no. If, howaver, ho can not answer tho question so directly wo 
ask him nevertheless to m?J<o his answer as briof as ho can in order to 
comply with the question that is asked. 

BY MR. NBftMNc 

Q. Now, I shall introduce in this connection HI 15224 which nay go 
in a3 our Exhibit 2143. This is rn excerpt from von Schnitzlor's hand¬ 
written lotter to defendant Kugler of 13 Urj 1941 and I refer to the 
first paragraph of this letter. Dr. Kugler, you testified this aftor- 
noon that it was the Gorarn government rather than Prrten itself which 
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did not wish negotiations with tho French industriaUsts to bo taken up 
any earlier and that it was tho government which recommended or even 
ordered the delay in starting negotiations with the French. Now, in 
this connection I wjuld liko to show you NI 795 which may g0 in es our 
Exhibit 21U. This is a letter by von Schnitalor to Dr. Hess, Chief 
of the Economic Group of Chemical Industries. If you will ploaso turn 
to the second page -ndread the following phrase: -The French group, 
at present, socms to bo under the impression that our govcrrxnent has 
not yet authorised us to confer with tho French industrialists. Should 
you therefore hear of any such remark made by representatives of the 
French industry such as Mr. Duchcain, wo would bo grateful to you if 
you Just listened to Mr. Duchcain rrthor than contradict him.” And 
you may road the rost of this lotter and then answer whether this re¬ 
freshes your recollection a* to who took tho initirtivo in delaying 
negotiations. 

A. May I include somothing now. I an confused. A lottor was 
mentioned, a handwritten lottor of Mr. von Schnitslcr to no. Is that 
in oannoction with this mnttor? I never received it. 

Q. I ouboittod two axhibits which you o-'.y t,-ko up with your de¬ 
fense counsel. I had no questions to ay previous two exhibits. Now 
n\y prosont question refers to tho exhibit bofore you which is Von 
Schnitzler's lottor to Dr. Hosso. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, counsol, the witness has said soaothing to tho 
affect that the letter is not to him. Upon what theory do you assumo 
that his r«.collection would be refreshed by a lottor writton by Dr. von 

Schnitslor to someone n?mod Hess? I think you had bettor incuiro first 

t 

whether ho knows anything about the lottor. 

BY MR. HBfcANs 

Q. Will you tell us whether you were informed about this letter and 
tho evonts upon which the letter is based? 

A. I can not remember this letter of Mr. von Schnitzler to Mr. Hess. 
From a natori.'l point of view, after glmcing through this lottor, I 
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might state thrt tho pert which you quoted, in tay opinion, docs not con¬ 
tradict in eny way tfiat has been testified to before. It was not 
stated that the agreement between Mr. von Schnitzler and Mr. von Hocman 
came about becauso of tactical reasons or because Mr. Schnitzler was im¬ 
pressed by some statements of Mr. von Hecocn that there were urgent 
reasons to delay the negotiations. 

Q. You rnswored my question. Eeforo I ask ny next question I 
shell show you Dr. Kramer's file note of 28 February 1941 nnich is part 
of von Schnitzler's Document Book 3, his Document .'lumber 48, page 20 of 
the Cernrn And page 17 of tho English text. This document book has not 
yet been introduced and wo shall nark a Gorman mimeographed copy of 
this document for identification only r.s NI 15242, Prosecution's Ex¬ 
hibit 2145. If you will pleaso turn to the second pago, first para¬ 
graph of tho oiooographod copy before you, whore Dr. Kraoor describes 
that Frossard was douply inprossed and dopressed by tho comploto prohi¬ 
bition of oxports from t^o occupied none in Franco to tho unoccupiod 
zone. Now qy question is, was not Farbon itself instrumental in stran¬ 
gulating the French export to tho unoccupiod zone so that this plight 
of Frosserd's enterprises was a direct consuquonco of Farben's own ef¬ 
forts to this effect? 

Lot me read tho document. At tho moment I can not say whothor 
tho difficulties which wore oentioood by Ur. Frossaxd horo with rospoct 
to the dispatch of dyo-stuffs and intermediate products into unoccupiod 
Franco, were within the framo of tho general diroctive or dispatches to 
unoccupied France. 

Q. Now, I will show you Dr. Kramer's mono of 13 Doccmbor 1940, NI 

15232 which will bccooo our Exhibit 2146. tlo had just ono phrase pro- 

* 

cessed. Will you pleaso road this phrase and toll us whether you remem¬ 
ber that the copy of this note wrs sent to you at the time. 

A. That is a. note which Dr. Kramer sent from Paris to Frankfurt. 

Q- That's right. 
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A. I probably road it and 1 connect this ho to directly with what 
I said during ay examination. In Noveabor we have, in the Hotel Hrjcs- 
tic- 

THE PRESIDENT: You have answered the question and any explanation 
that you wish to oake with reference to any of these documents which 
represented to you, if proper, will properly coao in the reexamination 


of you by your own counsel, 
o • clocki^orrow doming. 


Tho Tribum 1 will now rise until nine 
Just a aoaent pierso. 


DR. KR02N: Your Honors, I would only wrnt to r.sk you on bohrlf of 


Dr. Nath that the defendant Dr. Ilgner be excused toa>rrow from the 
morning rnd aftomoon session because of tho hearings boforo tlw> concis- 
sionor. 


THE PRESIDENT: That roqueat is granted rnd the Tribunrl is now in 


Rcccas. 
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Under directives of United States Unitary Tribunal Wo. 6, 
testlcony of witnesses llstajl below was required to be taken boforo 
the undersigned Cocnlssloner. Pursuant thereto the said Comiss loner 
has conduotcd hearings at which the following witnesses have Ailly 
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8 April 191*8 


v" 

kaltor 'h or 11 nont 

10875-10907 

9 April 191*8 


Kurt Krueger 
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Karl Weber 

. 11165-11175 
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Ernst Struss 
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Gustav Plator 
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Bull de Haas 

12098-12128 
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Heinrich Sehuh 

12129-1211*0 

23 April 191*8 
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12337-12370 

28 April 191*8 
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26 April 191*8 


Walter Klkuth 

121*61-12108 

26 April 191*8 


Hans Scuor 

12500-12512 

27 April 19U* 


V libels Duollborg 

12598-12621 

29 April 191* 


Thoo OoldschcWt 

12871-12909 

29 April 191*8 

ft 

Anton Keith Inge r 

12910-12955 

30 April 191*8 
29 April 191*8 

ft 
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Rudolf von Sprotty 
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30 April 191*8 
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Rudolf Scheldt 
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13620-13629 
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3 lay 191*8 
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■ * 
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Werner Sohnlts 
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Frans Fuorstonborg 
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HoIns Sovoloberg 
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During the said proceedings the following exhibits have 
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Official Transcript of a Hearing before a Commissioner for 

Military Tribunal VI, Case VI, in tho "attcr of tho United 

State? of Atmrica against Karl Krauch, ct al, Defendants, 

sitting at ilurolx-rg, Germany, on 28 April 19li8, tho Honorable 

Johnson T. Cranford, Commissioner, presiding. 

• 

(Tho Co-nission convened at 1000 hours). 

TIE CaiCSSICiUR: Tho Court will came to order. 

Tho 'witross lias not boon found yot. 

UR. A!CHAU: ITo havo sons preliminary nattors that wo night ta!co 
caro of. 

THE C0:iJSSI0;SRj Very wo 11. 

DR. IJJ BU . ? .: IS*. Cooalasionor, nay I use this opportunity to 
state for tho record that tho prosecution and tho dofenao havo egroed 
to call the Anbros tfitness Ulitska next Friday, if you agree to that. 
Then, I also ask that tho defendant Aubros be .emitted to attend 
tho sossion of .tho Coasdssim. 

THE CO 13SSI0h3l s Permission 'fill bo granted. 

IK. AlEKAHt If Your Itonor ploasc, at yost-rday's session, at 
tho cross-examination of tho witnoss Duollborg, tho prosoeution 
offorod in ovidonco various documents on which, for soou mechanical 
roasons, it did not havo tho information at liand to assign to oach 
of the documents tho proper exhibit number. Tilth Your Honor's per¬ 
mission I would lilco to road into tho record non tho documents that 
Tforo offered at yesterday's sossicnand assign to them tho oxhibit 
numbers in appropriate sequence. 


HI-10907 is the document to which that exhibit is assigned. And with 
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-that we Maintain our continuity of exhibits. 

) 

Tho record will show and proporly identify the docuacnts that 
wore offered yesterday. 

• • 

I think, if Your Honors please, that at this sossion wo arc to 
continuo t!*o cross-examination of tho witness Schindler, who was on 
tho witnoss stand last Friday, and his examination was not ccncludcd, 

I think tho record ought to shrw tho presence of quite a sub- 

• 

stantial nunher of defondants: Krauch, GajowsfcL, Jachno, Os tor, and 
Buotofisch, and I believe other defendants are represented by their 
counsel. 

Lay I ask Your Honor to ploaso have the witnoss take tho stand? 

TIE CO ’ZSSICHZR: Tho witness will tako tho stand. 

HEDJUCH SC1CLEDIZR, a witnoss, haring been previously duly sworn, 
resumed tho stand and testified furthor as follows: 

THE CCLUISSIOiER: Tho witnoss is rcaindod that ho is still 
under oath. 

IH. AiTIIAiJ: For tho rocord, if Your Honor ploaso, tho witnoss 
is Hoinrich Schindler, and this is a continuation of tho crosn-oxani- 
nation which started last Friday. 

HEINRICH SCHBflJLT. (Rcsuaod) 

• . CROSS-EXAXDi AT IOi I (Continuod) 

BY iK. AiEILUI: 

Q. Itr. Witnoss, do you havo before you your affidavits, which 
have boon identified as DAG Document No. 12 and DIG Document No. 13? 
Do you have those boforo you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. llow, I* believe that at tho last sossion you told us how you 
compiled tho statistics which arc sot forth in your affidavit, and 
you particularly identified the plants and tho production of tho 
plants which aro included in your affidavit. Document DAG 13, under 
tho colutsi "DAG and Subsidiaries with Majority Participation." Is 
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that a correct statcaont of the situation thus far? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How then, will you please direct your attention to the socond 
colum dealing with * bn tan and other Rich installations, and I ask 
you, Ur. YJitness, to toll ao which plants aro includod in the figures 
which aro set forth under the coluan "Ibntan and othur Reich Installa¬ 
tion s”. Do you understand ry quostion? 

% 

A. Yoa. I only want to ask uhothor this question of yours is 
concerned n/itfc military explosives. 

Q. Just direct your attention to DSfl Docuacnt 13, under tho 
colum, “liontan and other Roich Installations", Your counsol tolls 
do that it is document MG 13-1. Now, that is your affidavit of 
Doconbor 1 9j 19U7* in 13-1, DAG 13-1, you undertako to doal with 
military cx.nlosivos, is that corroct? * 

A. Yes. 

Q. Go right ahead. 

A. Tho following aro Roich-omwd plants. 

Q. Just boforo wo go into that, I wont to ba suro I understand 
that rrc arc talldng about tho saao thing. • This list that you have 
bofero you in. your affidavit is the list wine re you refer to tho ex¬ 
plosives trinitrotoluol, hexogen, nitropenta, hcxanitrodipohylamin, 
and picric acid. Is that tho list you ore referring to? . 

A. Yos, yes, that is tho list. 

Q. And do I correctly understand that with respect to that list 
you havo already ccaplotod your testimony with rospcct to tho first 
colum, that is, tho colum sotting out tho explosive figures of DAO 
and subsidiaries with majority participation? You have complotod 
your testimony on that, is that correct? 

A. The testimony cm that point has been completed. 

Q. Tliat is right. How, proceed, then, oa the second column, . 
"Lfcntan and other Reich Installations", and toll cc which arc the 
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plants, tho production of nhich you hero included in this tabulation. 

A. Tho productions which aro included in this column aro 
tho sane, so that thoy need not be mentioned again in do tail. N 0 t;, 

I vould li!:o to list the plants which aro concerned horo. 

Q. Ono.ooacnt, boferc you go into tiiat. Do I correctly under¬ 
stand that ntion you said tho listing is tho sane you aro referring 
only to tho products, is that right? 

A. Yos. 

Q. 11017 30 ahead and list tta plants. 

N 

A. Factory Xruenaol; Factory Docnitz; Factory Hossiech 
Uchtcnau; Factory Xlausthal; Factory Slsnick; Factory Allcndorf; 
Factory Traganj Factory Gucs OH¬ 
S' Ono uooent, plcaso. Ilhat was tho last one again? 

A. Gucscn. 

Q. All right: 

A. Factory Qrcubjrgj Factory Dobi.ic,cn; Factory Doeboritz; 
Factory Cliriatianstadtj Factory lialchorr; Factory Wolfratshauson. 


Q. 

Qno nocxnt, ploasc. What uas tho 

one bof«-o Wolfratshauccn? 

A. 

iiilcJjow. 


Q. 

Go ahoad. 

& 


A. 

Wolfratshauson; and Ifarronwald. 

Thoso aro tho plants. 
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Q How that is fifteen plants in all, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

wp _ 0 9 

. Q Now > **y do you list the Kmeaeoi plant as a liontan plant and 
not a DAG plmt? 

A These aro Reich-owned plants, and I have stated in a special 
affidavit, the reasons why I listed the Reich-owned plants separately and 
not as DAG and Perben plants respectively. 

Q r ail you tell bo what the reason is for listing theso Roich-owncd 
plants under ^ontan? Before you answer that, lot me put another question 
to you. These fifteen plants that you cention — who operatod thoso plants? 

A Those fifteen plants belonged partly to the Vorwortchemio and 
partly to the Vascg, and one plant belonged to the Uarenkamnissions AG. 

Q So of the fiftocn plants listed, fourteen wero oporated by 
Vcrwortchcnio or is that rltfit? 

A Pardon, mo, no. kay I check this onco aoro? One factory was 
diroctcd by tho DAG. 

Q iihet do you aeon "directed"? Did they oporato that factory? 

A I mocn operated, yos. 

Q which factory is that? 

A The Kruomaol factory. One part of the Kruoanol plant was Reich- 
ownod and was oporatod by the DAG. 

4 r lca that adjoining tho Knitted plant, which was owned by tho DAG? 

A I lioted the Krucreel plant beforo. 

Q As boing owned by DAG? 

A This pert of Krutoacl which wo ero concerned with hero was not 
°"ned by Kruenael, hit was Reich-owned. 

Q ’dl, I want to be sure 1 understand yeu. On the Krucornel plant, 
e substantial part of it was owned by Dynaait AG ard mother part was owned 
by the Reich but operated by DAG. Is that c correct statement of tho 
situation? ' 

A Yes, and that is why I listed the Xamacl plant twice. °n the 
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oro herd, I 11s tod it under DAG end aff ilia tod plants, end I naaod it 
onco noro under lontan end othar Itoioh-cwnod plants. 

liiy I now continue with t>i onuaoration? 

Ovo plant Ties oporatod b 7 DIG; olovon plants wore oporatod by«Vor- 
rrartchoaio j two plants woro oporatod by ^asagj and ono plant was oporatod 
by tho '.faronkonaission AG. 

Q hill you identify tho two '."esag plants? 

A Xos, thoso aro tho Elsnioh and Korronnald plants. 

Q Aro you faailiar with tho oparation of thoso fiftaon plants that 
you just oontionod? 

A Pardon na, the quostion is not quito doar to no. 

Q I say, you, as an official of Dynaait AO, a forasr official — 
noro you familiar with tho oparatian of tho fourtoon plants that you 
aontionod a nooont ago? 

0 

A I had to doal with tho operation of tho Kruonnol plant and of tho 
olovon faotorios of Vorwartchaiio. That was in ay oapeoity as Chief 
DngtnoorAs for tho operation of t:» othsr plants, I had^nothing to do 
with than. 

Cj ••<**, will you turn to your affidavit again end toll ao what 
plants aro includod under tho last oolussi whon you say "othors ■? 

A Hore wo n re concomod with tho faotorios of Rhoinsdorf, 
Sohoonobook, and Senthin. 

Q So that last column only includes those throo plants, is tlwt 
right? 

A los. 

Q How take the Rhoinsdorf plant. Tho owned that.plant? 

A TTould you repeat tho question, ploaso? 

Q Taim tho Rheinsdorf plant, ’..lio owned that plant? 

A Tha owner of tho plant was tha '.: 0 stfaolisch Anhaltisdio Sprong- 
stoff A 0. 

Q That is tfasag> right? 

A That is u'asag, yes. - 
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a % 

3 T a ke the next plant, S c hoenececk. ’.too owned that? 

A Ugnose. 

Q .too operated that plant? 

A Lignose operated it, or * think Lignose, C23H. I no longer know 

exactly. 

Q Take the third plant that you mentioned — what was ita name 

again? 

A Smthin waa operated by Explosia, 

Q Now, doe a this coaplete the listing of the plants whose 
production figures you have included in this affidavit, DAG 13-17 

A Yea, 

• • 

Q Now, ia this a correct atateaent of the situation, that of all 

the plants you have listed, there are only two plants, Schoenebeck and 

• 0 

Seothin, which are outside of the operations of Dynaoit AG, Verwertchmde, 
and Tfasag, ia.that.right? 

A That is correct, 

Q C*n you give no the percentage of the total production, 
according to your compilations, for Dynacdt AG, Wasag, and Verwertchoaie? 
Can jou tell ae what percentage those three Area have in your figures 
against the total figures included there? 

A That would have to be calculated year fer year according to the 
various exolosivea, 

Q WeU — 

A For exaeplc — 

Q Just one ncraent, k r . Witness. I cton't think you have to go 
through the detail. They are your esm figures, they are your own 
compilations, I TOuld like to have you do your own computing and give me 
the net result, namely, of all the plants you have nentioned you only 

^ e 

refer to two that are outside of Dynaoit AG, Ha sag and Verwcrtchcmic. 
c an you tell ce what percerfcage those two plants bear to the total that 
you included in this compilation? Just give ae a figure? 
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A. If the question is to be understood to the effect that factory 
is to he equal to factory, then I *.dli quickly c al culate it. 

Q. Tfell, would tiiis be a fair statement? You refer to production 
of five products. You don 1 1 brock do\a the production in your chart, do 
you, according to those products? Ifcvo you done that? 

A.' I ccn either figure out tl» .ercentage by no rely saying that 

* % 

factor;' equals factory — 

*, I v.'ould like to have you figure oi t the percentage using oxrctly 
tiie saue basis t'.iat you used in co_..iling tlie figures which you put in 
this affidavit. Use the sc.® standard of cooper is cn that you uaod in 
compiling these figures. Do you understand ay question? 

A. Yes. Then I will .vivo to figure it out year by yonr end separately, 
according to the various explosives. T.nat is a very long calculation. 

This .-orcentage varies froa ;*ecr to .or.r and vurios froa explosive to 
explosive. • N 

.. Have you any *p. xo:d_ato figure as to wliat percentage those too 
pl:nts, Schoenobeck end SexthL:, are Li relation to the total? Have you 
got an approximate pe rcor.tr. ge—tliat is, t'<o plants as against tionty-ono 
that you mentioned? 

A. The production of D.\G aad of the Voruertchcnie plaints and of 

the ./asag plants naturally represented a percentage uhich is far above 

the half of the total production. But irithout computing it exactly, I 

don't vnnt to give any figure. 

• • 

* 1 . Tfould you say it is CIOS'”- t/» ninety per cent of the total 
figuros listed there? 

A. No, I would not s-y that; but I do not wish to. nano an;- figure 
\dthout calculating it first. t 

«J. '.ell, under tlx circmsta-.cos, I uill have to ask you to give 
me the figures only for the'sehoenobock Plant and the Semthin riant. 

Give _'j the total figures on that, ho:;, before doing that, tlx Schoenobeck 
riant—tell uo 'ihen it was built end - hen it was in production and u’.iat 
years your figures relate to as to Schoenebeck, 
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A. The Schoenebock riant 1a<l ;a old part and a nei:er p.irt. The 
letter v'..s built aroujd 1935. 

Tell ix vitw.t period is covered by the ro election fig-urea of 

^ • 

ti tat plant. 

A. Tho Sciiocixbcck Plant iterated frou about 1935 on, or mthor 
a.:poors on this clart froc: 1935 on. 

;. Could ;ou give .ic tho total production that you have inoludad 
i:t tho chart lore for tho lehooaobook Plant? 

* A. Yes, I shall loo!: at ;;y docuaonts. Here it any®, liy.o.io 1V34— 
I ac just giving ap.-roxL-ato fi-aros now. 

.. T'.ioso arc figures ;eu Included in your cccpllaticn? 

A. I -.anted to give tha. a\; i-o:r_v\tcly, but I cn give thou axactly. 
.. He, you cau ivo than a. pradmotoly. All I wnt to la:o. ."hi that 
then* arc substantially the fl.vroa t._.t you included in your co. ...ilatlon; 
is t’.uit right? 

A. Yes, that is ti-uo. 19>j # iignoso, 1500 tons. 1935, 5000 tons. 

1935, 6500 tons. 1937, 7100 tons. 193., C400 tons. 1939, C300 to s. 

• • 

1940, C000 tons. 1SA1, C700 iano. 1942, CCCO to;2». 1943, 0500 tono. 
1944, 7000 tons. 

Give r.e tho total. 
a.‘ Lay I add tloso u; :x> xfi 
All ri^it. 

A. Yea, I got 77000 tone. 

.. iIo«, ’.-ill you turn tc Mho Soathin ?1 nt, ti* other pi :it vliioh 

is outoido of tho Dyncoit ...C-., Avja;., and Vor.:ertc;<a8iLo fiold. T at 

years arc covered by tha Sccthaa I Int iii ;-©ur carvdlaticc.o? 

a. T.«c 5a.thin riant o_ly lays a .-art in the later years. Tlooo 

• * 

arc GOOD tons. 


*. That year? 

A. For 1943 sad 1944. It uy bo — 

• * 

Q. 1 ac-enly interested, Ir. litnoss, in the figures of tins plant 
•..Inch ;-ou included in ;our chart .nil if you are about to testify as to 
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2G .>pr 48-5-3-tI—‘2 &-f<xc (lea) 

CO—LialOH 

anything widen is not included in jfcur chart I an not asking you about 
cliat. Ho-.; the production for 1943 rnd 1944 that you just gave, 8000 
for each year, is that i n cluded in your chart? 

A. 80CO total; COCO tons for both years. 

}. For 1943 and 1944, CCOO for both; is that right? 

a. Yos, that is rigii. 

Q. Mow then, will you turn to ;our DAG 13-1 and rndor coluao 1, whore 
you have tho total production — do you have that boforo’you? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Now in your oin testimony you aado souc changos, do you rcuorabor 
that? 

a 

A. Yes. 

*. tod you incrcaaod soiio of fcx figures that appear on tlx affidavit 
which W.-8 distributed; is that riylt? 

A. Yos, in 1938 and 1939, I corrected southing. 

4. How bearing tboso corrections in aind, 'dll you ploaso givo cm 
tho total under coluan 1, tbr.t is tho total production of 1930 to 1934 
which you list in yovr affidavit 13-1? .‘ill you give no tl>o total fi;,iiro 
on that? 

A* You uoftn tho total figure which is under tho colunn "total," 
that is in tho first column? 

•Ik That is right. 1930, boglaaiag with 3850 tons, down through 
1944 with 209290 tons. Give nc that total. Now,.to bo sure that '*o 
understand each othor, will ;ou rcpoct orxo aoro, for tho record, tlx 
corrections as to 1938 end 1939? Tnat arc tho correct figures for 1938? 

A. For 1938 under -total," I>iistcd 40000, rather 4G030, under 
"D.wG and' affiliated Plants." 

I* 

Q. Ho, just restrict jour testimony to the first colon for tho 

• 

tine being, the total figures, tlx changed in that coIulbi. 

A. Yes, thcro is only tlao correction 48030. Now, I 'Jill add up 
tho figures. 
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COSRT VI VI 

2S Apr 46-5_t-ei^H_Fox (Lee) 

i. Ono accent please. Did you say you jiado a change for tho year 

' / * • • • • 

1939 also, or did I not understand you correctly? 

A. For 1939, in tho last colicn, under "others." But this correction 
doos not influcnco tho total figure vhich is given under column one. 
v). Okay, lion, tho total on column 1,. Have you got the figure? 

A. Yes. I just see tint I havo this total figure already calculated 
in cy affidavit it so If. T’.oro it says, and it lists as a total production 
figure froa 1930 to tho end of tie .^r, approximtely 1,000,000 tons. 
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28 Aprii-lWti-6-1-Fox (InWLee) 

cOustr vi, c.vss vi coanssieK 
* ' . \ 

Q. Now th/'t ia tho total of column 1 , 1,080,000 tons; ia that 
right? 

A. Yea. 

•Q. Now, then, the total production of the two plants that you re¬ 
fer to which are outside of Dynamit AG. W?sag, and Vorwortcheaie amount 
to 85,000 tons; ia that right? 

/.. Yea. * ‘ 

Q. Now, then, give me tho percentage — 85,000 tone to k,080,000 
tons. What ia the porcontage? 

A. Sight per cont. 

Q. Ia it a. fair statement now, Ur. Uitnoss, on your own calcula- 

• • 

tions that in the production figures in your own affidavit, DA0-13-1, 
tho production of Dynamit AO, ITasseg, and Vurvcrtchonio constitute 92 
per cent of the total production in your affidavit? Isn't that tho 
fact now, on your own calculations? Ploaso mswor thrt with yoa or no. 

A. VfoLl, I oujt oako scoo st/toeont horo. 

Q. Boforo you mcko tho atatooont, lot no hrvo your answer. Ia it 
not correct that on tho computations you Just made on your own figuroa 
92# of the total production of explosives come from Dynamit AC, Wasag, 
and Vorwortchoaio? Isn't thet correct on your own computations? 

A. Yea, that ia correct. 

Q. Now, then, that ia considerably aoro than your earlier estim¬ 
ate of 50#, isn't it? 

A. Pardon no, I said far above 50# and I did not want to pin my¬ 
self down to any figuro without calculating it first. 

• Q. You have gone through the calculations? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now, will you turn back to your DAG Document No.. 12. 

DR. GIERLICHS: Mr. Coccd83ioncr, may I esk tha.t the witnoss be giv- 
an opportunity to make his statement, which ho wanted to make before/ 

UR. aBHAN: I think, when a. responsive answer has been given by 
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28 April-M-MW-6-2-Fox (Int.Loa) 
COURT VI', CASE VI, OOMCBSIDK 


the witness, if there is anything further to bo grought out, that is for 
rodirect on the pert of defense counsel. When the prosecution is con¬ 
ducting a cross examination, when there is a responsive answer the wit¬ 
ness ordinarily is not permittee to volunteor additional statements 
which are not eobraced in the question which counsol puts to him. Now, 
if there is any additional explanation which the defense wants to bring 
out, that is tho function of redirect as I understand it. 

DS. GEERLICHS: Mr. Conaissioner, this is not a matter of giving 

any additional information but tho witness had tho intention on his port 

• • 

through somo statement to oxplain his »nswer or to limit it or to explain 
it and if he was not porsdttod to do so beforehand ho at lernt must bo 
givon this opportunity to do so afterwards os this has been customary in 
court. 

THE COMMISSIONER: As ho wanted to qualify that, we will lot him 
mako whatever explanation ho caroa to. (Judge is not clear) 

INTERPRETER LE.'.: Sorry, Judge, we cannot hoar you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Tho witness wantod to nrko some explanation be¬ 
fore ho answered tho question, so ho should bo allowod to mako a short 
explanation if ho cares to at this time. 

THE WITNESS: Thon, first of all, I would like to say that now ono 
goes from the premise that everything was thrown into ono pot and es¬ 
pecially all Reich-owned plants which had tho lion's share of this 
whole business. Secondly, I want to say that whatevor is listod undor 
explosives production ccn bo interpreted in various ways. I can de¬ 
fine tho production of explosives — 

MR. .'JCH/Ji: Just ono moment, ploese. If Your Honor please, I re¬ 
spectfully submit that this explanation is notrcspon3ivo to the ques¬ 
tion put to him. It i3 so frr afield that its irrelevancy is patent. 

Now, if we are to pursue this course then the orderly conduct of thoso 

V 

hearings cannot take place because the witness would then undertake to 
give us a general discussion and treatise on the various technical sides 
of what is or what is not explosive. The question I put to him was 
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28 /.pr.-JWW-6^3-Fox (lnt.Lea) 

COURT VI, CASS VI, COOCSSION 

quite simple, On his own figures, on his own chert, end on his own cal¬ 
culations the question is—so that the witness shall understand—again: 
Is it not a fret, Ur. Witness, that on your own figures, ra set forth in 
your affidavit DAG 13-1, the production of Dynefiit AG, tfasag, and Vor- 
wertchonie constitute 92jt of the totrl production listed by you in this 
affidavit; is that the fret? 

TOE WITNESS: That is correct, but if I turn to pago 4 of the samo 
affidavit — and that is what I wanted to nontion in ny statement—thon 
the thing looks wholly different and I ask thrt I bo given the opportun¬ 
ity to explain this point briefly, in three or four scntcncos. 

MR. AUCHAN: If Your Honor ploaso — 

THE COMMISSIONER: If he will do it in throe or four aontoncos, wo 

0 0 

will lot him do it. 

THE WITNESS: I said beforo, secondly ono can define tho production 
of explosives. 

MR. .MCHAN: Mr. Witness, I an sorry to Intornipt. Can you toll mo 
what part of your affidavit you arc referring to now? 

THE WITNESS: Tb the sooond part of qy affidavit. In my original, 
this is on prgo 4. 

MR. .UCH.to: tow, is that tho chart and tho tabulation whoro you 
say beforo 1936 thero woro hardly any filling plants in oporation? Is 
thrt th6 chart you woro about to rofor to? 

THE WITNESS: That is right. 

MR. .'IfCHAN: If Your Honor plorso, I have asked no quostions about 
that tabulation end I think it is wholly improper for tho witnoSs to 
undertake on his own to explain. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I believe we will defer that and let his attor¬ 
ney on redirect let him explain that. I believe it would take too long 
the way he is going at it now. 

BY MR. .IfCHAN: 

Q. Now, Mr. Witness, will you ploaso direct your attention to your 
Affidavit contained in DAG Document No. 12 end tell mo, under the column 
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court vi, case vi, cosaassioN 

"civilian explosives," just how you gat those figures and the source. 
Where did you got those figures? 

A. These figures come froa coapiletions of the explosive spies 
departnont, solos coapany. 

Q. And when did you got those? 

A. Last yew. Pardon ae, I oust add sooething. As for those 
figures of tho explosive aalos coapany, there are those figures added 
which concern the factories of tho DAG concern and also those figures 
aro addod which concorn cortrin exports of TOT. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witnossj will you toll &o exactly what documents you 
had before you at tho time you coapilod this tabulation of civilian ox- 
plosivoo. Identify tho docuocnt and tell me its source and its prosont 
location. 

A. I rlready said these are' oocthly coapilations of tho explosive 
sales coapany. 

Q. And whoro aro those compilations now ohysically locatod? 

A. Part of theso charts aro in Troiadorf and a few charts I prob¬ 
ably have qysolf. 

Q. Did you secure those charts in the s'oo way that you got tho 
other documents you testified to about Friday, n'oely that you got in 
touch with this coapany or this agency and asked them for tho figures 
and thoy gave you tho figures and based on that you went ahead and com¬ 
piled them; is that right? 

A. Ygs, that is right. 

Q. Did you ever chock those figures that they gave you against any 
rocords of Dyneoit X or did you Just t akc thoir figures and naJce tho 
compilation? 

A. I took these figures froa those coapilations and I cotqjarod 
thea to tho figures of Dynaait .X or rrther, correction, a comparison 
between those figures ana tho figures of the DAG is not possible easily 
because in ay coapilation th^ figures of those plants belonging to the 
concern are also considered and of course these figures arc not 
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contained in the compilations of t he Dynaait AG. 
no reason for no to doubt tho correctness of these 
explosives experimental company* 
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28 April-M-iSr-7-l-Gaylord (Int.Lea) 

COURT VI, C/.SE VI, COaOSSION 

Q. Mr. Witness, would this be a fair steteacnt: that with respoct 
to this affidavit, DAG Document Ho. 12, and with respect to the affida¬ 
vit, DAG Document 13, all you did was to ask thcso peoplo for figuros, 
ar.d after receiving those figures, you made the compilations without 
any check against any official records? Ie that a fair statement of 
the situation? 

A. No, I had. had several possibilities of checking u P ; for oxaaplo, 
for 1936 thoro was a statistic of tho statistic-1 department of the 
Reich. Thoso statistics contrinod— 

q. Hr. Wit no S3, accuse tho interruption. I think it would be sio- 
plor if you were to toll us now exactly what you did in chocking tho 
figures you got against official records and indicate Just what you did 
and what records you chocked then against? 

A. I already said that tho figuros for tho year 1936 woro avail¬ 
able and I had tho opportunity to cooporo ay coopiletion with an of¬ 
ficial compilation- or tho Statistical Reich Offico. Thus I was ablo 
to chock up on them. 

Q. For the year 1936? 

A. For 1936. I found thoro a good agroeunt for tho total fig¬ 
ures for civilian explosives, for oilitary explosives, for powder and 
for fillings. Secondly, I nado a comparison with a locture which was 

f 

given at an affrir of the main coccittec for oxplosivos and examina¬ 
tion of oxplosivos in March 1943. 

Q. Whose locture was that7 

A. This locture was held, as far as I rooembor, by the director 
of tho main coomittoo. 

Q. What was his name? 

A. Dr. Sarazin. In this locturo, figuros wore given for the in¬ 
dividual war years, that is, the monthly production figuros of power 
and explosives, and theso figures too egrec with ay figures nhich of 
course were determined quite independently of tho others. Thirdly, I 
oust point out that in the suacer of 1945, an American coocission 
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court vi, case vi, caaossioN 

visited do lod by a. Dr. Lawrence* These gentlemen ceno to see mo because 
they knew that I was activo in the main coaaitteo for powdor and explo- 
sives. 

Q. Just toll us, Ur. Witnoss, what records you examined and don’t 
toll us your life history. Is that fill the records you examined and 
checked tho figures you received against? 

A. I wantod to say that tho compilations which I now made agree 
with those which I gavo Dr. Lawrence at tho tice—or rather that I com¬ 
pared those with Dr. Lawrence—and thore too I found that they agrcod 
quite nicely, even if corrections had to be nado in soao uriossontial 
matters. 

Q. Now, Ur. Witnoss, ero you familiar with the statistical data 
which Dynamit :..G. kopt in connection w ith military and civilian ex¬ 
plosives? Are you familiar with their system of kooping those records? 

A. I probably saw soao of. those lists. It deponds which special 
records you moan. 

Q. Now is it not a. fact, Ur. Witnoss—Dcfonso counsol calls my 

attention to a technical matter dealing with translation Wiich would 

# 

nocossitato my putting tho efiostion again to the witnoss. Ur. Witnoss, 
do I correctly understand that you aro familiar with tho administrative 
systom and procoduro in offoct in Dynamit A.G. dealing with tho statis¬ 
tics for civilian end military explosives, is that corroct? 

A. I am fairly familiar with it. 

Q. Now thon, is it not a fact that the s ales departmont of Dynn- 
mit A.G. prior to 1 Soptosher 1939 furnished Farbon with periodic re¬ 
ports, end in those reports indicated tho turnover figuros, breaking 
them down according to civilian and military explosives? Isn’t that a 
fa.ct? 

k. In detail, I do not know this. y 

Q. Do you know that in general Aether such reports containing 
such b repkdowns as to military and civilian explosives wore compiled by 
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court vi, case ft, cojcgssion 


the 3ales department of Dynesit &G.? 

A. I do not know that this was done regularly, but one or the other 
of such compilations I did see. 

Q. Now do you knew whothor there was also a breakdown mrde by the 
production department of Dynrmit A.G.—not the sales dopartnont but the 

production department—indicating the production according to tonnago 

' y' 

with a breakdown into military and civilian explorivos? Wars any such 
figures made by the production department of Dyr.axLt A G ? 

A. Certainly, this was probably tho case. 

Q. Do you know definitely whother the production department kept 
such figures? . . 

A. No, I cannot say exactly. First of all, I no longer remombor 
this from tho past, and socondly, we lost a whole lot of documents, 

Q. But you aro definite, aro you not, that tho salos dopartmont 
did have a breakdown in its turnover figures according to military and 
civilian oxplosivos? That you do remember? You're definite on that, 
is that corroct? 

A. About tho question of turnover, I want to say that Just turn¬ 
over figures cannot bo takon for this compilation because thoy would 
givo a completely wrong picture. For oxamplo, Trinitrotoluol, which 
is produced ftnd which is proccssod with tho Vorwcrtchoraio, having it 
filled into boobs or grenados, such TNT would not oven apoear in the turn¬ 
over figuros. In other words, in this connection one cannot do anything 
with turnover figires horc, so that I thought it proper to go bek to 
the sources. But thero r ro also othor difficulties about these turn¬ 
over figurosj for example, hoxogonc was porhaps produced in thor Vor- 
wortchcmie plant end was dried in a D .G owned plant such as Kruemmel. 

All these things bring a totally wrong picture, if I calculate by turn¬ 
over figures. I must calculate with production figures, and — I got 
these from tho people... 

Q. Mr. Witness, I think this is the time for our recess, and we will 
suspend, if Your Honor please. 

THE PRESIDENT: The coaaission will be in recess for rfjout 15 minutes. 

(A recess was taken.) 
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28 Apr lB-H-v^-9 « lO-l-Haaler (Int. Juelich) 

COMMISSION (FLTBSH) 

Dr.. !!U3I.I.Tli lir. Co mi ssioner, if it suits the Tribunal, 
I request, in agreement rith the Prosecution, that tcc^rrow afternoon 
at 1:30, 29 April 19W, Thursday, the -.ritness Oadow be cross-exanined 
here. He is a witness for limner. I ask that the Defendant J.l'ner 
be called in during the cross-exanin?cion. !ay I ask that in case the 
cross examination of the witness Schindler should continue this after¬ 
noon, all the defendants .present here be excused except the defendant 
Oajeoaki. 

• HE CO!B3S£aOHn« Very well, ycwr request is granted. 

BY !7'., A*£:iAMi 

^ :lr. Witness, before tho recess you were undertaking to 
•toll us about the sources for your compilation in connection with 
civilian e: plosives. How, you yourself underto k to --ive exanples of 
trinitrotoluol and hexogono. Suppose we ta.:e those as exanploo in 
order to see vihether I correctly understand you. How did you list 
trinitrotoluol in your compilation, as a civilian explosive or a Mil¬ 
itary explosive? 

A Tirr is, of course, firat of aL., a military explosive. 

Q And hoe did you list it in :m affidavit? 

A It is nostly listed auony the dlitary explosives. 

Only a few tines is it mentioned among the civilian explosives. Cn 
one occasion. Tiff is listed as a cooponent of civilian explosives, to 
the extont that it was exported as ouch. 

Q liow then, at what point do you say that trinitrotoluol 
is to be classified as a military explosive or civilian explcsivo? Is 
it at the point that it is produced in your plants or is it at the 
point that it is sold? 

A No. This is not tho important thing insofar as TNT 
forns a cooponent of civilian explosivss. To that extent, THI beconms 
a civilian explosive. Apart froa that, I added the TNT that was ex- 
ported to the civilian explosives. 

Q Sorry, I don't understand your answer. Let ne put it 
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28 Apr li8-:HB-9 f: 10-2-Ranier (Int. Joelich) 
COliUSSir H (FAHB3H) 


to you ar;ain. Do ycu classify a product as a rrilitary or civilian ore- 
plosive at the point of production or at the point of sale? 

A Let ne say fren the point of view of its use. 

Q ifhen do you determine the use to which the predict is 
to be put? Js it at the point it is produced or at the point that it 


is sold to a user? 


A That varies in every case. In 


cases it is obvious 


right from the start why this product is being produced. 

Q Jfew is it obvious? 

A I said it varies. 3ono times it is decided before or 
diring production, and sonotines it is not decided until the finished 
product exists. 

* Q Sorry, >. stili don't undorctaid, li*. .fitnoss. I will 
have to put it to you ayiin. *»!:• the specific case of trinitrotoluol 
and assume that Dyronit L. r . coduces 1,000 tons. The point at -.rhich 
prodiction ceases, and */cu have 1,000 tons, are you able to classify 

that as civilian or military orrplosives? At. that point, aro you able 

* 

to classify it? 

A No, one cannot classify it then. 

Q Now, after yai have the thing produced, you undertake 
to sell it to people who are Going to uso it. Are ycu able to classify 
trinitrotoluol in tho example I gave ycu as to whether it is going to 
be civilian or military explosive, at the point whon you are selling it. 


A At that moment, when-it is sold, it is obvicus \7hethei* 
it will be to military use, because it is sold or used for a certain 
purpose. In the latter case, .articulariy, it is obvious whether this 
is military or civilian Ti W. 

O Now ±et us take the case of hoxopene you -lentionod. 

How do ycu classify that, a military <t civilian explosive, and at 
what point do ycu classify it? 

A Hexogene would have to be considered a purely military 


explosive. . 
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Q la that because it has no peacetime use at all? 

\ Mo, at the accent I cannot think of aiy use; hexogens 
has to be considered pirely free a military point of view. 

Q Would this then be a fair stateaent, l!r. Witness, that 
when a predict that is an explosive is ;)ro diced, if from the nature of 
the predict it has only a military use, you can then determine, at the 
point of production, whether it should be classified as a military or 

✓ 

. civilian explosive? Are we right so far? 

A Yes. In the case of a produet like haxo-ene it is quite 
obvious frcm the start. Thit, in case of a product like TNT it is not 
obvious from the start. 

Q Let no pit the second question to you. When you have 
a predict, an explosive, which could be used both for civilian and mil¬ 
itary purposes, is it not a fact that you can only classify the product 
for civilian or military pirposes at the point when the predict ia to 
be distributed for a particular uae? Isn't that tho fact? 

A In general, that is correct. At that point when tho 
predict is intended for a certain uso. 

Q Now, in your figures about civilian explosives, did 
you include the explosives used in connection with the West Wall 
fortifications? Did you include those as civilian or military explo¬ 
sives? 

A I listed then as civilian anilosivos bocause as mil¬ 
itary explosives I merely listed those explosives which I mentioned 1 
expressly, like TNT, hexogone, nitropenta, picric acid and hexanitro- 
diphonylamine • 

Q Now, is it not a fact that in ycxir ooncept of civilian 
explosives, in the tabulation that you have in your affidavit, you 
also include explosives that serve a military purpose, such as explo¬ 
sives by the tilitary Engineering Corps, explosives for filling of 
hand grenades, and explosives in connection with the erection of 
fortifications. Is it not correct that you have included those kinds 
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COL’fTSSION (FAItBES) 


of explosives under civilian explosives? 

A The explosives which were used for the West T7all and 

similar tilings, are, according to tljeir nature, civilian e::plo8ives 

and therefore I listed then as such. The explosives used to fill Jiand 

grenades wore particularly snail quantities and one could simply aait 

• * 

them here. 

Q How did you include those, as civilian explosives? 

A The explosives which were used for filling hand grenades 
are not listed. 

Q And how about explosives used by the Engineerins Corps 
of the Geramn VJehraacht? Did you include those under civilian explo¬ 
sives? 

A If they wore civilian explosives according to their 
charaoter, then I listed t!iea as such. 

Q Sorry, I didn't understand your answer. Tfhat do you 

moan according to the charaoter? irplosives t:at went to the Sar.lnccr- 

• • 

ing Corps of the './ehroacht, did yea- list then os civilian or ?ailitary 
explosives. 

A If they »ero explosives, say nitroglycerine explosives, 
in the usual coapounds such as wero produced in our factory in Schlebusch, 
in our plants where only civilian explosives wore produced, then they 
were listod eaong the civilian explosives. I mentioned expressly in 
my affidavit that military explosives meant exclusively the five ex¬ 
plosives mentioned b7 ao bsfore. 

1 Non ycu testified that in the compilation of your figures, 
dealing with the production of trinitrotoluol under Dynarait A. 0. plants, 
you only included the 5chlotx.sch plant, is that right- 

.A in the promotion of Ti"fT, the factory of Schlebusch 
is the only one of the Tynaait A.C-.-owned factories. 

Q Is it not a fact that, in addition to the Echlebusch 
plant, the ~_ruenael plant, the !>ocnitz plant, and the Slsnic!: plant of 
Dynanit A.G. proceed trinitrotoluol? Isn't that-a fact? 
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cotcosj oh (F*J3^:r) 


A Krueasel proAiced Tin. Xremaaal was a Reiob-cvmed 
plant, Qoenits produced Tltf, and this was also e Belch-owned plant, 
oporated by the Verwertchaaie. The last one you Mentioned, I thirtc it 
was Sis nick, was a Wasag plant which also pro&iced TNT. 

1 How as to Verwertchenie, did they lave the same directors 
as Dynaziit A.G.“ 

A The directors of the faotories were various people, of 
course. They were different people insofar as it concerned central ad¬ 
ministrative positions. There was a kind of personal union, for example, 
in ay own case. I was Chief Engineer the Dynaait A.G. and also of 
the Verwertoheaie. 

Q How I an asking about the other high officials of Vor- 
wertoheaie. Isn't it a fact that in addition to their positions in 
Ver.rertchcnio they also held high positions in Dynaait A.O.? Isn't 
that a fact? 

A I thirfc there wore soven managers of the Vorwertch«ni© 
who, if I re somber correctly, carried out oertain factions in the 
Dynaait A.O. os noil. 

} Tfhat do you .ie«n, they "oarried out certain functions?" 
ffere they also officials of Dynaait A.G.? 

A Yes. 

Q Jfew, in connection with the iroduction of trinitrotoluol, 
is it correct to say that a basis for the production of that produce is 
mononitrotoluol? 

A It depends. It is either toluol or mono nitrotuluol. 

Q How, whero did Dynaait A.O. and Venrertcheaio and V/asog 
get its liiononitrololuol for the proAiction of trinitrotoluol? 

A The situation was like this. TheSchlebusch plant of 
the Dynaait A.G. got the nononi tro toluol frcn\the T^verkuson plant. 

The plants of the Verwertchsaie in that respect were quite independent 


Trie plants oi whe Verwertchsaie in that respect r>^re quite independent 
and they made no no nitro toluol out of toluol themsel\s. In the Yfasag 
in Elsniclc, it was like tills, as far as I renexber: Airing the first 
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period, the !7asag obtained this product frcm an I. G. Farben plant, but 
later on, the Blsnick plant arranged for its own production of nononi- * 
trotoluQl, thus becoainc independent. 

Q The Dynanit A.Q. or Verwortchonie or Ytasag, did they 
receive any of its nononi trotoiuol froa an:' firms other than Fallen, 
Wasag, or Vervrertchenie? v. 

A I can not say, but I wish to repeat that the..amounts 

of mononitrotoluol which wore obtained froa I. G. Farben were very 

small compared to those amounts of mononitrotoluol which the Verwert- 

§ 

chemie and ’Tasag pro diced themselves out of toluol. 

^ How, you testified, in connection with your production 
of picrio acid, that no Dynaait A.O. plants produced picric acid. Did 
I correctly understand that as ycvr testimony? 

A Yes. - 

Q T7aa it not a fact that the following Dynarait A.G, Plants 
producod picric acid, Doerait* and Itoscisch-Lichtonau? 

A Theso two plants of Veivortchooio .produced picric acid. 

-Q Now, back to nononitrotoluol. -In 1?37, or 1930, isn't 
it a fact that all of the .iononitrocoluol v’ltioh tho A.O. tforwertchouio 
and Tfasag rocoivod caao from Fcrbon? Isn't that a fact? 

A Insofar as I.G. "arbon and Ver'ortchcmie bcu.ght 
mononitrotoluol in 1937 or 1938, I woild ascurae that they got it from 
I. 0,, but I am not certain. 

Q Now, in connection with your testimony abcwt hexogono, 
you did not include the production of who Dynrcit A.G. Rottweil plant, 
did you? 

A I beg your pardon, what was the name of the plant? 

1 The Rottweil plant of Dynanit A.G. 

A Rottweil was an I.G. Farben plant. The production 
of hoxogone was so saall — they only had an experimental plant — 
that the percentage is hardly worth mentioning. That is why I.didn't 
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mention it. The share of lottoeil in the antiro production of 


hexogene, certainly is below 1 %. 
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Q What yj?.r are you talking about7 

A I am talking about the total production, frca the beginning 
of the production of hexogen until the end of the war• 

U Are yr.u yourself familiar with the development of the produc¬ 
tion of hexogen? 

% — 

— A I don't quite understand your question. Do you mean insofar 
as quantities arc concerned, or-.do yen no an the work of developing it? 

Q The development leading to the production. Arc you general¬ 
ly familiar with it? 

A I am approximately acquainted with tho history of this develop¬ 
ment. They aide experiments in Rottweil concerning tho production of 
hoxogon. As for as I am informed, they thought that thoy could usu hexa¬ 
gon as a component of hunting powder, but later cn this proved to bo 
impossible. On the basis of this work of davolnjmcnt in Rcttweil, - 
a Verwertchondo plant -*as built in Bobingm, which had a production 
of one hundred tons per month. 

Q Whan was that? 

A lhe factory bogan operation scan aftor tho boginning of thn 


U When 


A It was built in the year before the beginning of the war. 

Q And did you confer with Far ben officials in connection nth 
the construction of that plant for hexogen? 


Q Whoa did you confer with? 

A I talked to the Chief Engine or of Uolfcn, Herr Rioss, end 
with seme of tho gentlemen who were in the vicinity of Bebingen. 

Q Did you talk to any of the defendants in connection with hoxogon? 


Q Arc you familiar with the Elsnick plant which produced hoxogon? 
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A I only know tho Els nick plant vciy superficially. 1 visited 
it occasionally about three or four tines in all. 

Q Was that before the war, before Soptciaber 1939? 

K Cne visit eight have occured before tho war, and bio or throo 
visits during the war. 

H Did you over confor with any Karben officiala in connection 
with the exnoriaents on hexogen that were taking placo at Elsnick?. 

a Yes, I believe thor. was a Dr. Schoenuaann, if I runurtfler 
>„-rectly; I think I talked to hin about it. /.part froa that, the 1 
.»nick hexogen process did not concern us and therefore I an not inform¬ 
ed about it. 

Vow then, did you also confer with the defendant Anbros about 
tho testing of hoxogen in connection with the Elsnick plant or other 
plants? 

% 

A It is possiblo, bub^r aefflory is not vexy clear about that, 
as to whother Dr. Anbros was present idn.n I hai this discussion with 
Dr. Schocnenann. I biliovo this was a discussion in »hich several pooplo 
took part, 

U Now I shew /o u dccuwnt NI-13525, .ditch we offer in evidence 
as Prosecution Erhibit 2330. This is a lotter of 5 Novanbor 1938 from 
Dr. Anbros, cddr*sccd to Dr. Krauch, and ho rofors to a discussion with 
Dr. Schnencnann, *iat /m Just nentionoe*, in connection with Anbros's 
collaboration with Wasag on the subject of hoxogen. 

Iask ycu, Vx. witness, does this doemont refresh your recollec¬ 
tion that you did discuss with tho defendant Anbros technical questions 
of collaboration with respect to the production of hexogen? Is your 
recollection refreshed by this docuaent? 

A Discussions with Dr. Asfcrcs about the hexogen project or the . 
hexogen prreoss in Elsnick did net concern b>; that did not concern tho 
Dynanit AG. Howaver, if this refers to discussions with Dr. anbros about 
the production of formaldehyde and hexanethyUno tetranine as preliminary 
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products ol hexogen, then this is a special ease. However, this docu¬ 
ment has nothing tc dr with that. 

Q I an asking whether this document refreshos your rocnlloc- 
tion that you had discussions with Dr. Anbr.<s about the preliminary 
products of hexogen. 

A Ns, because this document has nothing tc do with the prwli- 
ninary products frnaaldohyde and hexancthyleno tetraninc for the hnxogon 
plants in Deborita and Christianstadt, rad thevofero it can not refresh 
ny memory. 

EP.. GATHER (Counsel for tho defendant Acbros): I object to 
this do ament. I as grateful to the witness far the information ho 

has given us, but it proves to ne that this has no connection at all 

i I 

with tho subject discussed in tho affidavit, which is tho subject cf 
this cross-cxujrinatiun. 

htf. ijrrtiN: Tho witnoso testified ob'Sit hexogen, aid this ic 
pursuing tho Inquiry on that subject. 

TH1 Cf**OS?IOIUHJ Tho objection will, bo noted in the record, 
and tho Tribunal, when thoy ccao tc consider tho ovidenco, will pass 
on it. 

BY UR. /If.HAN: 

Q Now, in connection with your testimony about nitropenta, 
is it not a fact thet nitropenta was prcd-iced %t Rheinsdorf? 

• A x bog your pardon, where? 

Q rheinsdorf, 

A k'itropentr was also produced at Rheinsdorf, yes. 

Q You did not include that in your figures, did you? 

A Yes, I did consider that, under military explosives, and 

aas^g "otters". The iwinsderf nitrcpcnti production is also included 
there. 

(2 Now, in your Exhibit document HAG 13-1, you stated, if I 
understood your .testimony correctly, that indcr nitropenta you oaly 
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included Troisdorf and Irueoael; you did not include Hheinsdorf, is 
that correct? 

a The production of nitropenta of the DAG and subsidiary plants 
was carried on in Troisderf and Kruonsrol, 5 nd these two plants are 
considered under UfcG and subsidiary fiirs. i^ong "others' 4 , the nitropenta 
production of Fhoinsderf is included. 

Cj *ho cwnod the Rheinsdorf plant? 

A The Rheinsdorf plant factory belonged to the lasac. 

C, Now, rrhat is pentaerythrite used for? 

A Ptntaurytlirite is a preliRintry product of nitropenta. How- 
over, apart from that, it baa a nunber of c.Vnical uses of which I would 
like to nantion, ns an cxanplo its utilisation in the plastic and art!-- 


ficial leather inctustry. Purthur uses cf p«ntvrjrthritc probably. 


also exist, but since I m not a cheatst I cannot think of thorn*. 


Q Do you knew rfhero Dynsnit AG got its pvntacrythrito to uso 
for its explosive j>rcducticn? 

A A snail part of this was furnished by IG Ludwig aha fen, but 
apart fran that, and mainly it was supplied factories which wore subsidi¬ 
aries of tho Hlag, if I rcaccb.T correctly, Koaclaownod factories, which 
were built for that purpose in order to supply tho Reich-owned nitre— 
ponta plants with tha prulini nary product, punta* So far as I still 
rcraembor, concerning tho pentaerythrite which ease free Ludwigshalon, 
thoro were difficulties about tho quality; thu product was not pure 


enough 


W How, in 1937 and 1938, is it not true that a sunstantinl 
part of the pentaerythrite which Dynaait AG received cane from Ludwips- 
hafen or Tartan, isn't that the fact, a s’lbstabtial part, about 75 percent? 

A Well, I can't say but in 1937 tho nitropenta production was 
very small. 


Q Now, vdtfc whoa in Ludwigshafen did ye u discuss the question 
of production and d olivtries of pentaerythrite? 
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a I personally did not have any discussions about this; this was 
up to our purchasing dapartnent. 

• (J Did you discuss technical qu»«tions of production with anyone 
in Ludwigshafrn? 

k No, that was not ny task. 

<1 Did you ever discuss that with Aabros? 

A I don't renomber that I discussed pentacrythrite. 

Q You testified that you first cane into official contact with 
Krauch in t he second half of 1938. Do you recall tho occasion? 

A That was in connection with tho *hct that tho Roich Office 
(the Roichomt) took ever its controlling function concerning tho 
construction of pewder and explosivos factories. 

Q Can you fix tho season of-the year? Was it tho summer, July, 
or August, or Soptct&or whon you first not Xraurh? 

a Without roKduboring at oxactly, X w-mLd say it was September. 

U Now, do you know what the Karinhall Plan is? 

A I beg your pardon, what did ytv sty? 

Q I say, do you know what thu XarirtiuJl Plan is, or was’ 

A los, I did hoar about that. Thai was a general compilation 
of production figures, of capacities, and cf intended increases of 
capacities which were set up in connection with the Four Yoar PJnn. 

Q Now, is it not a fact that y«i conferred with tho defendant 
Krauch in Xugust of 1938 in connection with tin setting of the Karinhall 
Plan? 

A Details were certainly not discussed between mo and Professor 
Krauch. Tho experts of Krauch ’3 office, of coarse conducted conforone 03 
about those factories whose construction was to bo carried out on tho 
order of tho Amy Ordnance Office, and they wero either being constructed 
or they were intended to bo con true ted. 

s 

c< .Xcr» you callod in, then as an export on explosives at tliat 
conference? • \ 
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A I was called in particularly as' an export on explosives nr, 
to put it more clearly, as that aenber at Dynanit AG who had to deal 
mainly with the construction of these plants on the order of the I-eich. 

<4 And what particular field of activity did you discuss at 
this conference with Krauch and the Arxy Ordinance Office in connection 
with the setting up of the Karinhall Plan? What was your field ol acti¬ 
vity, and what expert advice did you givo in connection with this plan? 

A I did not give expert advice. I rado statements about the 
factories which wore being constructed, cr whose construction was about 
to be started by the Dynanit AO; I discussed their Intended output 
and tho possiblo deadlines. 

HP. AkCPAH: This night bo an apprep-inte point to recess, 
if Your Honor please, and I think tho witness should bo instructed that 
he is under cross-oxanination. 

THE COnHISSICNT.i Since it is 12:20, the Conaission will be 
in recess rnd the witness is instructed thr.t ho is under cross-exami¬ 
nation and is n-t to talk to anyone about this evidoncc. 

The Ccnudssion wiU fee css until 1:30. 

(A recess was taken until 1330 heurs) 
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(The Ccurdssicn reconvened at 1330 hoars) 

TliT MjJShAl: The Coeadssicn is again in session. 

HFINRICH SCHIHIjISP (Resumed) 
CRCSS-EXAMBiATIW (Continued) 

BY UR. aM HAN: 


C| Mr. Witness, Just before the recess I believe you wore testi¬ 
fying to the fret thet about August of 1938 you had conferred with the 

defendant Krauch and other officials of the f>n^ Ordnanco Office in 

• s 

in connection with the Karinhall Plan. Is that right? 

A it was a sh'B’t conference with Pnvfossrr Krauch, and thora 
wero oti^ir conferences with officials of Krauch's offico. 

Q Did that rala to to the details uf thu Karinhall Plan? 

A As I have already stated, that referred to prrrdor and oxpl'.sivus 
factories, to their capacities, an! to the doadlinos by which those 
products had to be finished. These wore plans which had been fixod 
by the Arsy erdnanco Office and about which Krach's offico wantod to 
get s coo information. 


•** And do I correctly understand that at that discussion youworu 
dealing with tho technical details of pr^luction and plant capacitlos 
to meet the xhedula or plan which the A ray Ordnance had sot out? Is 


that a fair statci*nt of tho subject natter *f the discussion? 



A Yos, but in tho conference with Professor Krauch these dotails 
wcr£ not treated; eh ay wore, however, discussed with his officials 
afterwards. 

Q ^ Of 1. lhat *at 

you nuan? 

A Yos. 

“ New, .hen to. eoettchor tonlned jgpjgAjrfet examination 
7=0 toatlftod that to. Krauch OH Initiative in the 

pcoder cr ocplcivcn field cr In ccnnccticn with the preliminary 
product, in that Held. Did 1 correctly understand that to be your ftta. 
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A Ky testimony referred to the powiep and explosives field, and 
in that field there «s no initiatiye ca th'n part of Krauch's office. 

Q Was there any Initiative on the part of Krauch or his offico 
in the field ef prelininary predouts for the production of powder 
and explosives'* 

A 1 a«\ net in A position to sajj that did not belong to ay field 
of work. • • 

Q l 9 it not a fact, Ur. Witness, that the success of the explosi¬ 
ves inriyistry sea duo in large measure to tha iniUativo and partici¬ 
pation Dr, Krsuah ns 0 * moral Plenipotentiary for Spocial Quostions 
in CJomi%t*y* Is that net a fact? Just answor that u yos" or "no" 
if you 9 a*. 

^ Xft my opdni^n ‘that is not a fact ns far as it concerned powder 

and ojfplcaiwos. 

ft Do yerc recall., Ur. Witnoss, having given a locturo in U/irch 
<?f 1914 before tho ila. # ln Cc*nittco on Powder and Explosivos of tho 
»tinistJ 7 for AruancniMj and Munitions? Do you recall having given 

such a locttro on thu autjoct of tho production and filling of explosives? 

A Yoc. 

Q *>o you recall stating at that time, and I am quoting! 

"Le't mo repxwat that the successes 1 reported contitute the result 
ooroiet'bnt -nork .'lasting cany years, "hereby the initiative and partici- 
patio'n of the hvmy Ordnance Office and the General Plenipotentiary 
for Special Questions for Chemical 'reduction must not be foigotten." 

A 1 recaU that I said that. 

U That i/s ebough. 

A First of all 1 mentioned the Army u rdnance Office in th&t 
connection. 

Q I re^d to you your speech, an excerpt from your speech. 1 
mrely ask yOu whether or not you recall having said that. 

Do you recall or don t you recall? 

m 
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• A ys?- 

CR. BTET1CHZR: It is custccarjr in this Court that if a witness 
Wishes to make an exolanation about the answer which is asked hio, 
he gets an opportunity to do so. therefore, I ask the Comissionar 
to tell the Prosecutor to give the witness that opportunity to make 
that brief explanation which he wishes to ■aaxe. 
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: ' s * AUCHAN; ‘fe covered that ground before end when 
a question is asked the witness which simply is, "Do you 
rec -11 whether or not you made such a statement?" after 
giving a responsive answer whether he recalls or not, 
th°t is sufficient and be Is not at liberty in the absence 
of further quest*one by counsel to undertake to give explan¬ 
ations about his speech. If the defense co nsel want to 
orlnjr out anything about the circumstances of that speech, 
that is for then to do on redirect examination, but when 
I am cross exanlng and merely ask him whether or not he re¬ 
calls having made a statement, we would be out of lino If 
we permitted the vitne s to.go ahead with gratuitous state¬ 
ments about the circumstances and everything elso in 
connection rUh that subject. 

2*. S02Ti a J£2A: I also ask the prosecution either to 
Identify this document or to submit it into evidence so thai 
the defenee can cam rent on it beoauae it n*ver gives a 
complete picture if a sentence Is tom out of context and 
quoted by Itself. 

:iR. AiiCHAi?: fell, Just to accommodate the defense and 
for their convenience — although in this narticular cpse t 
witness said he remembered and that should have been suf¬ 
ficient—but for the convenience of defense counsel, I v*s 
quoting f on Prosecution Exhibit 1919, which la NX-14071. 

TNCSSPSTTZji L1A: **hat •'pc that number again, pleaso? 

TH2 Ca:Z’*;*M s *he defense may take the witness 
on direct, can ask him, and let him give any explanations . 
he cares to. 

.3. AJCEAJ; hat was Sx.iolt 1919, NX-14071. 

BY .a. AilCK&N: 

t Hr. Witness, you testified that at the beginning 
the war the opacity for gunpowder plants was 5,0CC ton* 
nonth and the capacity for explosives plants was 55,000 
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per month; do you recall that as your testimony? 

A 5,500 tons you mean, In the explosives, 5,500. 

* *hat is right and for gunpowder 5,000 a month, l^that 
correct? Is that a — 

A Yes, that is rl^jht. These are statements which — 

4 First I want to know whether that correctly sets forth 
your testimony. 

• A Y 38 . 

} Now, are these your own figures or are these figures 
taken from the United States Strategic Bombing Survey, 

Exhibit 616, which you refer to in your affidavit? 

A The latter is the case. 

i Do you have ~ do ! understand you to mean then that 
all you were doing «as quoting the figures from the 
United States Strategic Bombing Survey, Exhibit 616j Is 
th«t right? 

A Yes, out I also said that trese figures agree approx¬ 
imately, in my opinion. 

«. Agree with what? 

A I 6ald that in my opinion these figures named by 
the A Orleans approximately correspond to the facts. 

* N^w, then, the figures In Exhibit 616 about the 
United States Strategic Bombing Survey, they only go through 
1938. *hey do not go to September 1, 1939; Isn't that 

so? 

A I do not remember that. 

Q Well, did you study Exhibit 616 at the time you 
made your affidavit? 

A This was document NI-10580. 

3 That is right, that Is the same document we arc talk¬ 
ing about. Exhibit 616, NI-10580. Now, did you study tl• 
exhibit at the tine you made your affidavit? 
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% Oo you have that exhibit before you? 

A Yes. 

i Is It not a fact that that exhibit gives Tlguros only 
through 1938 and does not extend up to 1 September 1939? 

A In ray affidavit, I assumed that these are the figures 
at the beginning of the war. 

4 ■'ut you Just stated that your assumption Is based on 
the figures contained in Exhibit 616 and my question to you 
is, why do you make an assumption that the figures are based 
on capacity up to 1 September 1939 when the exhibit only goes 
up to 1930? 

A I do not have the orosecution exhibit in front of mo and 
I can't say any more* about it. 

% fell, to oc entirely clear about the matter, you did 
not undertake, In your affidavit, to give any independent 
figures in Exhibit 616; is- that correct? 

A I referred to that, yes. 

* Dld y°u "W figures on your own? From your own 
sources? 

A I thought about the figuros and ray own opinion was about 
the same as the results I achieved here. 

* And the figures that you quoted in your testimony, 
namely that at the beginning of the war the capacity was 
5,000 tons a month for gun.oowdor and 55,000 tons per month 

for explosives, those figures, arc they your own figures or are 
you merely reciting the figures of Exhibit 616? 

A r heso two figures corae from the exhibit. I said that 
the figures are approximately correct. 

* I am sorry, I don't understand your answer. Could you 
please give me a direct answer? Arc those figures from Exhibit 
616 or are tney your own figures? 

A ‘he figures 5,000 and 5,500 come from the exhibit. 
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ft 616, N1-10580? 

A Yes. 

ft Now, isn't it a fact that that exhibit shows that the 
capacity for explosive plants is 13,500 a month and not 5,500? 

A No, I do not remenoor that. 

ft Have you got the exhibit in front of you? 

A I do not have the exhibit in front of mo. I merely have 
have ray affidavit. 

ft Now, you testified that you could not gather from tho 
capacities and exploitation of powder and gunpowder plants and 
an aggreasivo war was intended. Did you so testify? 

A Yos. 

ft A nd you also stated that you discussed the subject raattor 
with D r . Zahn of the Army Ordnance Office; is that right? 

A I mentioned Dr. Zahn in this connection — that is that 
shortly ooforo tho outbreak of the war, that is a few days bo- 
fore tho outbreak of tho war, we were at tho Allendorf Plant and 
that Dr. Zahn told me at the time that tharo would be no war. 

If there would oo any war, then tho Army Ordnance Office would 
know something about it, but tho Army °rdnonco Office was not 
counting on a war. 

ft Did ho not toll you that the Army Ordnance Office was 
not counting on a major war? 

A No, it wa6 tho general statement that there would be no ' 
war. 

ft Now,, from your knowledge of tho figures on capacities 
and exploitation of powder and explosive plants, what kind of 
war were you able to gather th«t this preparation was for? 

A I don't think that those preparations served any war 
at all but that they were connected with general military sor 
vice and with the rearmament. 

ft Did you know that tho planning for production and cap¬ 
acities in tho field of gunpowder and explosives and the 
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production was considered by A r my Ordnance and oy the people in 
the explosives field to be sufficient for a war against Poland 
out not for a major war agalnat other powers; did you know 
that? 

A No, I did not know that. 

Q. Did Dr. Zahn of Army Ordnance ever tell you that he 
figured that the capacities and production of gunpowder and 
explosives was sufficient for an enemy like Poland out not 
for a major war; did he tall you that? 

. - A No, no. ' % 

3 Hr. ‘ltness, with respect to your DAO affidavits which* 
we Identified as 13, I note that there are two affidavits — 
one Is DAO 13-1, which deals with explosives, that la the 
affidavit about whlqh you were interrogated today and last 
Friday. Now, your other affidavit which is identified as 

DAO Document 13-2 deals with gunpowder as distinguished from 

• • • 

explosives; is that correct? 

A *38. 

* Now, will you please direct your attention to your 
affidavit on the gunpowder figures, DAO-13-2. 

A *08. 

. ^ 

Would it be a fair statement to say that you compiled 
your figures with respect to this exhibit on gunpowder in tho 
same way and you used the sajae sources that you did when you 
compiled the figures in connection with the affidavit on 
explosives? Is that a fair statement? 

A No, the figures were arrived at somewhat differently. 

On this matter, I asked our factory in Dueneberg nnd in conn- 

•e • 

ectlon with that I saw a.man from the Special Comraitteo for 
Powder. Also, I was in touch with the powdor factory 
Rottwell in order to get those figures. 
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• • 


d Hew, when were yew in touch with then to gat those 

* 

figures? Las that at the tiue when you made this affidavit, on 
December IS, 19U?) 

A Mo, that was senewhat earlier — in the fall of 1<?U7. 

Q ?fow, will you tell ne exactly what, records you got 
fran Rottweil, what records did yew ask for end what records did you 
receive? • c 

A I requested the annual, powder productidn from Rottwoil. 
Than I received a letter uhich gave those f J*jurs«. 

A Ibtr about IXicneber'c? Old you do the sane thing with 

them? 


A In the case of Ouonebor", it was similar, but I re- 
coived a ccnplote list froa fXieneborg which was caapilcd in connootion 
with a man fresa theSpecial C emit tee for Powder and x«hich roforrod to 
all powder factories. 

Q How, when yai wrote the people at Rottweil and Duono- 
bore—first, iid you writo to then or did you call them, asking for 
theao figures? 

A Ho, inboth casos this was done in written form. 

Q Havo you got a copy of the letter you sont them? 

A Ho. 

Q Is a copy of that lottor flio in tho Dynanit AO 
office in Tfoisdorf? 

. A topics cro certainly rith the files. 

Q 7n Troisdor£7 

A Yes, in Troisdorf. 

0 And did you write to these people as an official of 
Oynaadt AO, using tho official stationery of Troisdorf, or did you 
uss your or* porsoreil stationery and write in a personal capacity? 

A Well, I no longer know. I assume that I used the 
official stationery. 

I would liko to object to the‘last question 
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because it does not have anything to do with tho subject matter, as 

to what stationery he used or in what capacity he wrote. It is rsoroly 

& 

of interest to learn from whore this information cane or how the wit¬ 
ness got the information. 

:*!. a:CHAN: It is entiroly relevant to inquiro whether 
tho figures which this witness sets forth in his affidavit were gotten 
in connection with his official dxtios, as an official of Pynanit AO, 
or whotbor he personally—in anticipation of being a witness for the 
defenaa—went out on his personal initiative to secure evidence for 
the defense. Now, as to the value to bo given to his figures, in our 
view it is necessary to the inquiry in order to ascertain tho 

naturo of those figures, tho source, and what materials woro usod 
upon whioh this witnoss uede his tabulations. 

THE a)>r3S5TI0»E , l: Tho .record will rofloct tho objection 
and your explanation. You r-.ay ;>rocood. 

BY AI CHAN: 

Q You said you did not havo a copy of tho lottor you sont 
to Duenoborc and lottuoil; is thet right? 

A Horo I hevo no copy. 

Q Now, tho roplios that you received, how many roplios 

did you got? 

A I rocoivod ono answor from Cottwoil and 1 recoivod one 
answer—thaCTs- a chart in which tho answer was mainly contained—fran 
tho Duenobcrg Plant. 

q Do you recall just what the contents of your lottor was, 
to Rottweil end Duenebcrg? Just what kind of information did you ask 
than for? 

A Sell, I probably askod how high the powder production 
was from 1930 on until tho end of tho war, or fraa that period on wlwn 
the prodiction started end fterthor I probably said—this is especially 
true for Dttewberg—that one should subdivide which arc tho firm—oimo: 
promotion, what thotleich-o»mod figures wore, tho DAO-owned, and what 
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would fall undor other firaa, 

Q And T.hon ycu received those replies, ycu incorporated 
that in your tabulation in affidavit DAO 13-2; is that right? 

1 That is right. 

Q Did you r*ako any independent chock as to the accuracy 
of thoso figures, or did you just take their figures and put them in 
your affidavit? 

_ A As I ha to doscribod it this Doming, when giving the 

cxaaole of tho explosives, I tad tho opportunity as far as the figures 
of 1936 aro concerned to chock thoso with a tabulation raade by the 
Reich Statistical Office and as far as the i*r y Mr o are concornod 
I was cblo to ccnpero t'io* with the fi«uros which wore discussed in 
tho mooting mentioned above, of tho Special Ocvittoo of Powder and 
2xplosivos. This seating took place in Varoh 19U3. 

W How, would ytw just direct your attention to tho 
second colunn of your affidavit, DAO Oocuaent 13-2, whoro you givo 
to tie production figuros for DAO and subsidiaries? You sec that 
oolusn? 

A Yes. 

3 Toll do \»hat plants are indudod in thoso figures? 

A Thoso aro the Bienoborg Plant—that is to say, tho 

e 

DAO-ownod pert of it—and tho Rottaoil Plant. 

Q That is, all those included und3r that coluren "DAG 
and subsidiaries 0 ? 

A Yos. 

Q Lot us ;{0 to tho wxt column. Incidentally, liavo you 
3ot the total figures for those two plants? Could you givo no tho 
total figures of tliat colunn? TJoll, oo»U wi thdraw that. I will got 
to that later. Lot's go to tho second colunn whore ycu doal with 
“ontan end other Reich installations. Will you please list tho plants 
that are included under that table, "-bntan and. other Roich installa¬ 
tions. ' 
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A In this column, the following plants are include^. 
Dueneborg—that is, the D.Wearned part of it—Paslitz, Pronfcorg, Trotz — 
* Q A little slowor, pleaso. 

. A Farst was tho last one, Dliotz, Kreiburg, Lioboncu, 

Odorbcrs, Torgolon, Dionki, ‘anpfbcuron, :^xmh=uaon, iiisclr.roc!:. 

Q That is thirtoea plants; is thet right? 

A I count fourtooa, but I will count it again. Fourtoon. 

Q Now, Tfho txmod these plants? 3o you know? 

A All thoaa woro ''.oich-ownod plants. 

Q Who oporctod those plants? 

1 These plant® wore operrtod partly by tho Vomer tchomlo — 
pardon mo. !fo. Pardon oe. Partly by tho DAO, thon by tho Vorwortoheraio, 
than Eibic. 

} How do you spoil that? 

A F-I-B-I-A. 

0 TThich plants ttoto oporctod by Cibia? 

A Tho- Bcralitz Plant, and tho Libonau Plant. 

Q Okay, go ahead. 

A And one plant, -Honki, ires operated by tho Ttasag. 

• Q And, mr.f, of the fourtoon plants that you listed, all 
but two woro oporated by Tynaiiit if, Vorwortchcnio, and TfeMg? 

A pardon no, but I -aust add so.-wthing. I forgot tho .vain 
point. Tha Sprongschaudo oporated aoat of those plants. 

Q 'fell, do you knon rhothor—is that tho Deutsche 
Sprongchoirla that you aro referring to? 

That is right. 

Could you indicate which plants wore Deutsche Sprong- 

Trotz, Forst, Torgelow, 'Uschwcck belong to tho Deutsche 
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Q Wbuld this bo a fair statement, Ur. Witness? Of the 14 plants 
which you listed, there are only two which were not oporatod by the DAG, 
or Verwertchonie, or Kaseg, or Deutsche Spreng Chajde, is that right? 

A That is right. 

Q Now could you tell me of the total production listed urdor your 
coluont Montan and Other Installations, how much represents tho production 
of the two plants of Eibia? 

A Under Others, there are Reins dor f — 

Q I cm sorry, you misunderstood. Under tho column of Uontan and 

Other Installations, you Just mentioned 14 plants, and wo agreed that two 

• • • • 

of these plants, Banlita and Uobcnau, woro oporatod by tho Eibia. 

A That is right. 

Q Now could you toll jio the total production of Eibia which you 
have includod under column Uontan and Other Reich installations? 

s 

A For oxaaplo, in tho year 1944 — 

Q Ur. Schindler, I think it will bo helpful if you can glvo mo 
the total. 

A T hon 1 will have to add it up. 

Q Wbuld it be easier if jou gavo us tho figures and wo computod 
it with you? 

A I get 121,000 tons. 

Q I am not suro I understood ycu, Ur. Kitnoss. In column 2 under 
Uontan and Other Reich installations, the total of that production is 
679,600, and of that total, 121,030 represents the production of the two 
plants of Eibia, is that right? 

A Tho 121,000 tons is the production of two factories of tho Eibia. 

Q Now will you go to the last column, under °thors, and tell mo 
which plants are includod in that compilation? 

A These aro Reinsdorf, Blumau and Section. 

Q Is that all? 

o 


A Yes, 
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« Tito giroed these plaris? So yon know? 

A Hoinsdorf is TTasag; Blumau is an Atftrian factory. I think tho 
title t«s Sprcngstoff Wcrico HLuaau. Finally, Seotion belonged to tho 
Explosia. 

Q Now those throe plants wero owned and operated by tho Urns you 
Just mentioned, is that right? 

A Yos. 

Q New could you tell ao as to the total production of tho plants 

* f * t 

Section, and Blumau, which are included under tho column Othors7 

0 * 

* A That* is 18,500. 

# •• • . 0 
Q Now than, with respect to this chart and jour Efecuunnt DAG 13/2, 

the gunpowdor chart, aa I correct in understanding that thoro aro only 

four plants involved in the entiro chart; the two *iich appoar uni or tho 

column dealing with tort, an, and tho two appearing uni or tho column 

Othors. Tho so four plants aro tho only plants indudod in tho chart 

• 0 

which wore not plants owned or oporated by Dynmit A.G., tho Vorwortchonio, 
Wnsag, and Deutsche Sprongchmio? Now is that right? 

A Yos, that is ritfit. 

• 0 

0 Now tho total production of thoso four plants is 139,5C0, is 
that right? 

A It is 1/0,000 approximately. 

Q That is c orroct. I took your figure 121,000 arri I took your 
figure of 18,500 and that adds up to 139,500. Now then am I correct 
then with that figure of 139,500 as tho tonnago? 

A les. 

Q Of the production of those fines in tho gunpowdor fields 
according to your own figures, aa I right? 

A Yes. 

Q Now then, will jou turn to colusn 1 whero you give the total 
of the production of gunpowder of 1930 to 1944, ani is tho correct total 
of that column 1,040,OCO? 

A Yes. 
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Q Not will you toll nc what the percentage is of the 139,5® to 
the 1,040,000? » ; * 

A That ia 13-1/2 per cent. 

, Q Do I correctly then understand your testimony to bo that based 
on your own figures and your cwn chart as an bo died in Document DAG-13/2, 
the total production of the firms other than Dynaait A.G., Vorwertchcmie 
Wasag and tho Deutsche Sprcngchecie is 13-1/2 per c«nt? Do 1 correctly 
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understand that to-be your testimony? 

"*T* . ‘A 

A To Sr ' •, * 
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Q Put the thing another nay* Is it correct to say that based on 

% • ; j 

your own figures, yair own calculations, md ydu* own tabulatiohs ad 

• • % ^ 

sot out in Affidavit DAG-13/2, the DAG, the VonrcrUhcsaio; Wasag, and 

• • i 

Deutsche Sprangchcole produced free 1930 to 1944, 86-1/2 per caht of all 
tho gunpowder used in Gcnaany, is that right? 

% 

- A Yes. 

• * # 

Q No fUrtlior «f*ostions>-if Y our Honorjllfiese. One aoro quostion> - 

please. Are you fcailiar with the explosive firm, JSolff & Company?_ 

A Not in dotail. 

Q Was that firm producing explosives from prior to the wnr? 

A Wolff U Canpany? No. — 1; 

Q Did they produce any explosives after tho war? 

A Tfolff ft Cotopony? No. 

Q Are you sure about it, or don't you know? 

% 

A Then 1 oust say that 1 do not know. 

Q That is all tho questions wo have. 

. REDIRECT BQilNATION 

BY DR. BOLTTCHERr 


Q If you would bo kird enough and road this paasago through onco 

• • 

moro, and toll mo *hcn you aro through reading that pas sago so that I 
can ask you about it. 

A Yes. 

Q Just one accent, please. I' shall mark this passage for tho 

$ m # 

convenience of tho prosecution. In tho Gonaan text it is Volumo 34, 

0 * • • 

Pago 233, and it has page 8 at tho left. Now, Ur. Schindlor, in this 
passago which 1 have shorn there aro the figuros of tho production capacity 

0 • • * 

of 5,COO tens a month for powder and tho ampacity of explosives aro given 

* • • 9 

at 5,500 tons,.and it says there that this capacity was achieved from 
1934 to 1938. After thet, there is another sentence which reads as 
follows, and I quote: "The actual production asountod considerably less 
than tho nominal capacity of 2,000 tons a month of pawdor and 2,700 tons 
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#• * 

% # • 

a month of explosives ostinated adeording to the production Curves of 
the Gebechaa 1939." Now 1 havo to ask you tho following question about 

0 0 

this, lihen jou mentioned the figures 5,000 and 5,9X> respectively in 

your affidavit for the capacity, you wero basing ycairself on an estimate, 

isn't that right? 

* • 

A Yea. 

Q You also wore basing yourself on this estimate for tho year 

1239?--^ '= <L ' * - -* 

- * # . * • • * 

A Yos, for the time of the beginning of tho war. 

Q ’fca thoro any basis for this cstlmato; namely, the fact that 
tho actual production in this report was montionod according to tho 
produbtion curvos of tho Gebochcn for 1939? 

* A Yos, • • 

Q So that according to your conviction, bo two on tho abovo- 
mentionod capacity of 1938 and tho capacity of 1939 *iich you ostimatod 
at tho boginning of tho war, thoro is no essential difforenco? 

A A difforenco of perhaps 15 to 20 por cent at most* 

Q Thank you. T hen I have another question. Tho prosocutor 
put to ycu from Prosecution Exhibit 1919 a sorttenco from your looturo 
about tho precossing of oxplosivcs. In this locturo, which was hold in 
1943, you pointod to tho activity of tho army ordinance office ard to 
tho Gobocheo. Please explain how you.oeant this brief sontonco at tho 
timo, and as you have already implied when you answered tho prosocutor 
, why you mentioned tho army ordinance office in tho firat place? 

A I mentioned the army ordinanco offico first bocauao it bolongdd 
to the first place. My statements about tho offico Krauch wore more 
than more courtesy because represorfcativos of the Offico Krauch wore 
present during this locture, and after tho office Krauch was also 
involved in the pewdor and oxplosivcs sector, one could not leavo them 
uivsentioned in this connection. * 

Q At any rate, these statements which jou made at a representative 
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• 

affair did not change anything in your testimony that actually tho 
office Krauch had no initiative in the powder and c*plosivos field? 

A No, nothing to change this tostic^ny, 

UR*. AUCHAN: I want to object to the qaostion. It f s loading and 
suggoative. This is redirect, and it eppears that couraol ie testifying 
and not the vdtncsa, 

DR. BOETTCHER: No furthor question. 

THE PRES I DENT: Do any other defense oouraol vdah to oxemiiw the 
vdtnoas? 
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3Y 31. GATHER (For defendant Astro go) : 


Q. Just a few questions about the relationship of the witness to 
the Defendant Aobrose. Witness, you said in reference to Anbrose that 


you net bin in connection with the delivery of raw materials and inter- 
nediary products. That is in reference to the internediary product haxane- 
thylene tetranine and fornaldehyde. First of nil, I want to ask you, how 
did you happen to get in contact with Anbrose? 

A. I go) in contact with Anbrose not because of his capacity as 

• 

Vorstand iiaober of Farben, but because he was an expert in these two firlds. 

Q, Y<*i say in these two fields. Do I understand you correctly, that 
he was known os an eroert in the field of preliminary product tetranlno? 

A. Yes, and especially in the field of fornaldehyde. 

Q. Ie Fornaldehyde particularly a prelininary product with a 
definitely nilitary character or is it predooinantly a prelininary product 
for civilian consonptlon? 


A. Fornaldehyde is a prelininary product very generally used. 

For exanple, it is enployed widely in the plastics field, in tho pharmaceu¬ 
tical field, and certainly in innumerable other fields. 

q. And how about the bexanethylene tetranlno? 

A. One could say the sane thing about that. It is also used in 
plastics and in the pharuaceutlcal production, and surely it also has nany 
other usee. 

Q, Did your contact with Anbrose linit itself to this purely chonlcal 


and technical exchange of know how in the field of these prelininary 
products? 


A. Yes. We wanted his technical advice in constructing now plants. 
Q. Perhaps you would have got in touch with another eroert if 


Anbrose would not have been an expert? 


A. Certainly. That had nothing to do with it. 

MR. AhCHAN: Objection. Object to it as being speculative. 
TEE COMSSIOKER: The objection will be noted. 

BY ia. GATEER: 


Q, Did the collaboration which is nentioned in the document which 
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was put to you during tha examination, that is, HI-13525, and which refers 
to tha experimental plant Slsnick, is this cooperation also Just an 
occasional cooperation in clarifying nuestions which are connected with 
chemical and technical processes for prelinlnary products? 

A. I would esauae so, without bei^ able to tell that for certain 
in this particular case. • 

. Q, In other words, you cannot nake any definite statements about 
this docunent from your own knowledge? v 

A. Ho. 

Q, Do you know whether the developing steps which are mentioned here 
in reference to the experimental plants in Lltnick represent work in 
developing preliminary Products? I an thinking of anhydrite which is an 
acetylene derlvate. 

A. It night be, tut I cannot tell that from ny own knowledge. 

Q.- Are you a chenist? 

A. Ho. . 

DR. OATHS?.: Ho further "uaetiona. 

TKe. CCSLilSSIOHERj Any other defense counsel wish to nuestion the 
wltneso? 

BY DR. iJEYZR (for Dr. Gajewski): 

^ Hr. Schindler, the Prosecution, asked you, first of all, whon 
you Joined the Party. Do I renanber correctly that it was in 1943? 

A. I got into the Party in 1943. - 

v ¥ as your nenbership dated as of that year or was it dated as of 
a previous year7 

A. The date of entry was 1 January 1941. 

<*. Did you go through a denazification procedure in the meant ino,. 
and If so, with what results? 

A. I was denazified and I was exonerated. 

Q. The Prosecution then asked you abcut your activity in Far bon. 

That 18 before you transferred to the Ebeinisch Vestphaelisohe Sprengstoff 
Industry, 't/hen did you work for Par ben and where? 
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A. I joined Farben in 1922 with the then Badische Anilin and Soda 
Plant. I regained there until 1929. Then I vent to Volfen-Filne to be 
trained there for a short tine, and then I becorie chief engineer in the 
Agfa in Berlin. 

Q* Hov long did you hold that position! 

A. About fair uonths. And then I joined the Rheinische Ueetphaolische 
Snrengstoff, A.G. in aoril, 1930. 

Q. Did your joining the Rheinisch Vestohaelische Sprengctoff, A.O. 
have anything particular to do vlth your activity in Sparte III, of Agfa? 

. A. Mo, I don't think so. 

Q. Did Farben delegate you in any nanner to the JBfS or did you leave 
coopletely when you vent there? 

A. I left coopletely and I was nevly eoployed by the RWS. For 
oxanplo, with a new salary tAieh was fixed without any influence on tho 
part of Farben. 

<<• After you transferred to the RWX, did you have any relationship 
with Dr. Oajevski in the sense that you would have considered hln, on 
business questions, as yoir superior in any way? 

A. Be was not ny suoorlor. That was tho general director of RWS. 

<<• Who was that? 

A. Dr. Paul Huellor. 

Q* Mr. Schindler, the Prosecution asked a nunber of questions which 
refar to your nualiflcations, that is, your qualifications to nake 
out these two affidavits which are docunents 12 and 13 in the DAO Docunent 
Book. I want to ask you once core. When did you give the RWS? That is, 
when did you join a concern of the Ixploslve Industry? 

A. April 1980. 

Q. Is it correct that in this concern, even after it was fused with 
Farben, yju continued to work for then until the end of the war? That ic 
to soy, you worked for than for a period of 15 years? 

A. Yes, that is correct. 
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Q.. Is it also correct that during the war, you worked on the 
Snecial Conaittee for Powder and Explosives? 

A . I was in the tlaln Connittae for Powder and Explosives. 

Q» The Prosecution asked you in this connection,^ in great detail, 
what docunents ycsi used for naking up your affidavits for eonpiling your 
figures and how you obtained this inf onset ion.. How,. I want to ask you 
I the following. Even without such detailed docunents," were you able, on 
the basis of your long activity la an explosives factory, and on the 

a • • 

basis of your work in the Kain Coonlttee, to know these figures in 
broad outlines firoa your own knowledge? 

A. Hot in such great detail and not so exactly, but I,, of course, 
hnd a knowledge of the proportions and I could aoprolinately givo on 
estlnate. 

Q. If I understood you correctly, you would, on the basis of you- 
knowledge and the docuoents which wore sent to you, oxaalno those? 

A. Certainly, and if there were ary nlstakes In then which concerned 
the proportionate figures in all these charts I would have noticed then. 

DR. WSYZR: Hr.* Coonleoioner, I would like to ask you whether this is 
a proper tine for a recess. 

THL COuMISSIOHLK: Atout how long will it be before you are thro^h 
with the witness? 

IE. UBXZRl hy colleague. Dr. Gierllchs, will also have to ask ocno 
questions so I would assune that it will take at least another half hour. 

TFZ COivlISSIOHER: The Coonission will recess for about twenty 
ninutes. 

(A short recess was token.) 



12759 


28 April-A--J?-2C-l-DaaielB (let. Juelldh) 

Court VI Case VI Connission ’< 

THE KA-SEA1: The Ccanission Is again In session. 

TEE CQiKISSIOJEa: You nay proceed with the exnclnatlon of the witness* 
BY IS. VZYZS: 

^ Hr. Schindler, we were Just talking about the first basec objeotlon 
by the Prosecution to your affidavits, nenely, the miestion of your exoart 
knowledge. During y*ir cross-exaaination the Prosecution nade another 

s* • 

basio objection to your affidavits, nanely, in relation to your liete of 

a • 

figures about explosives and -ovder concerning the entire Gernan oroductlon, 
the subdivisions of which you listed under three separate colunns. There 
ym listed In 6 separate colunns the DAG and its subsidiary flrns; second, 
Kontan and other Reich owned plants; and third, other nlnnts. During the 
cross-exanination you wanted to cocnent on why you listed the Hontan plants 
separately. 

Hoy I ask you, first of all, to clarify for us what the Nontan OnbH 

was? 

A. The Montan was a Reich-ovoed ooopany, and it had been destined 
that the factories built at the ordor of the Reich, not only those 
producing explosives and powder — 

MR. AhCHAN: If your Honor please, the record is pretty full as to 
what the Hontan plants are and how they wore constructed. Kov, it would 
serve no useful puroose to put in cumulative testlnony and thus oncunber the 
record. We took his classification, and everybody knows by this tine Just 
what the Hontan plants are. If he wants to ask questions about their 
operational nanagenent, that is another thing, but to Just go in and bring 
in, again, testlnony in evidence which is abundantly in the record, I thiric 
ie putting to auch of a burden on the record, and I call that to the 
attention of the Tribunal. 
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D.t. I nly put this n* intr ductory qu*sti n in ordar 

t*' g' t th* th r qu -sti ns which tha pr stcut c ^ust a*nti p»d, 

THS COGOSsKir Rs In my procaad. 

BY m. '.*T *Ri 

Q. *1 uld- y u pi*asa r tply? 

... Th* M ntan was th* Raich—nmad c mpcpy which had been int indod 
to build p nd>r end oral sivj firms end els th <r chemical firms end also 
firas using mi tel in thair pr ducti n, which had bs*j built at tha rdir 
• »f thi R.ich, end th* M nten t -k vr p'ssissi n of all th*sa plants. 

W. D' I und rstand y~u correctly than that th* plants listed undir 
Vinton b.l ng d t tha Aiich end n*ith»r tha c mpeniis idiich built th*a» 
plants at th. rdr f tha h-ich n r did thy b.l ng to tha C"npsni*s which 
let r ran thm? 

Th* U ntan plants b*l ng*i t- th* Riich. 

Q. D • y u kn w ab ut tha egra .m^ts f the s *peratJ firms >r ab ut 
tha standard agr i -a -nts f th* individual firms c nc rning tha c nstructi n 
and th* running 'f th*s« -mtrprisas. 

A. Yis, I d->. 

li. D yuknv that tha -ray Ordncnc* Of fie a ras-.rvjd the right 
in av,ry cao* f r thos lrs, with ut c nsid rati n -t tha firm carrying 
out thj c nstructi n, t' run the firm thms'lv-s? 

... Yis. 

# 

MR. It is bjaeted t n th* gr und that it is cumulr.tiva. 

Than alrxdy is in thi nerd r*pr *a*nt.tiv» agr*aments 'f the U ntan end 
tha • parating ag.nci.s end th* c nt-nts f th St d cua,nts Sp*ak for than>- 
selvss. If ha vents t- ask this witness ab ut his pars- nal experience, 
that is n* thing; but t' ask tha witn*ss f th* substance of documents 
already in avidinca is, I submit, improper end cumulative. 

BR. 'iYIQi Tha questi n nly s-rv=d t' intrxiuca the n=xt quasti n. 
BY DR. ‘iEY^R: 

Q. m. Schindler, do y'u k' w that this r-gulnti n «-f tha M ntai 
egreiaant in s q) cases was carried ut in practice? 
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Yas, in sna casas it bacana practica; it was actually carried 

n U t. 

Q. Can y'u til eu such a casa? D-. you happan to think of n<3 ? 

«. Pr 3XTjapl3, tha laas of c part f tha factory in Keufbaur sn 
to tha firs Dautscha »/affan und Miniti n (0 racn and Munitions), 

or tha laaso 'f a part f klaav»n to tha fim Haissn*r. 

q. Thank y u. Tfc.t is an ugh. Tha* if r», h-*w c->uld na dascriba 
tha attituda 'f tha indiridicl firns towards tha M ntan — that is, ths 
Raich? 

... I can bi d*scrib)d bast by calling it a trustaaship relation. 

Q. D' I undarstcnd y *u c^rractly t scy tfv;t thi firms cncirnad 
act ad as trust*is f r tha R*ich? 
a. T»a. 

Q. Can y u till ma wtuth**, c nc»ming such Raich—wnad plants— 
for axwnpl i f in tha sph<ri «f nilltary otpl sir s and military p~wd.rs — 
nh ith r particul. r s «r »cy r gulati ns axist id? 

... Y.s, thiy ocist.'d. 

q. Tihat ics tha r -suit of thasa r gulati ns cb ut tha informal n 
of third partias ab ut this c nstructi n? 

a. Third partias — 

MR. .JCKaN: Tha objacti-n is ocda n tha p*mnd that I raspactfullj 
submit this is n t pr p«r radiraet. It d is n t nlnta to any subact matt «r 
cnv.r-.d n cr*ss a x a a in ati n. It is naw matter, c ntainad neithfr in tha 
affidavits, and d^ts n t r.li-ta t'anything wh<i.h tha pr->s jcuti'-n examined 
tha witness ab ut, 

THE COtOaSjICJTR: It sh uldn«t - 

DR. ’fETR: In ny *pini n, tha qu sti n is Justifiad b3causa tha 
prosacuti n h Ids tha 'pp-'sits opini n, naaaly that tha M ntan plants also 
sh uld b> c unt id V tha fires which built th a and which ran than; and 
I aa nsr ily asking tha witness abnit S'-na p-'ints of vidw which contradlc 
this opini n — which in ur 'pinion is wr ng. 

MR. .JCHaN: I might stata, for tha r * rd, that tha opihi n •. 
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pr^sacuti n nav«r is a subjact up ‘n which y -u can cr'&s axanin* a witnass 
or trjani a witness unless tha pr^sacuti n und-rt - - k in tha axaminsti n 
<f tha witniss t alicit any facts with r spact t-' that subject natter, ^.nd 
if ths pr 'SiCUti n did i>'t n cr-ss axaainr.ti n t-uch that subjact matt >r, 
than in ur vim it is n^t pr p r -nr -dir.ct f r tha dof^nsa — just baceuse 
ha fails tha pr s .cuti n has an th«r 'pini n — t • undarUka t- sx-mina him 
«n ridirjct in that fiald. 

TK5 COMISiWKtR: Tha pp>s«cuti n sh uldn't bring ut anything that 
is n t in thi affidavit, and tha ddfjnsa sh uldn't bring ut anything in 
radir«ct seeapt shat has b m g na ■•rir by thi {s*-'s*cuti n. But th* 

Oimissi n d*as n t rula nths* things, and s> y ur r»c rd stands. Y u 
may prea d, and tha Tribunal will d^cida whithar *>r n't that is empatant. 
by Dr. W?y <r. 

Ci. Did thi r ns ns nanti nid b*f r * caus yut" list ths 
ifrntcn ttiich plants in a sjparat* c lumn? 

a. Yis, th* rx.s ns aanti nxi and s aa -thar r»as ns. 

Q. “ uldy u placsa tall us thasi r .as ns7 

«. May I 1 'k at ay affidavit and nfir t" it? 

a. My quisti n, Mr. *chindl«r, tha affidavit 15-1 

and - 2 . 
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. Hr. Schindler, ny question was whether apart from the reasons 
just mentioned you had any other reasons for listing i'ontan and other 
Reich-owned Companies in a separate column together, and put than in 
a different column to those of the DAG and other plants? 

A Yss, there are other reasons and that is why I was looking 
for the affidavit. I Just fcund it now. For example, the question of 
checking balances is also montiored there, which in the Verwertoheoie 
was handled in a different manner than in the other concerns of the 
DAG. The concern firms of the DAO were checked by the Chamle Revisions 
Und Treuhand GmbH while the Verwertchemie was checked by the Revisions 
und Treuhand GmbH, which was appointed by the notch. 

Q Aro those the -i^et Important reasons? 

A Yes, they are. 

Q Thank you. 

A 1 have Just thought of ai»ther reason. Jt is the question 
of giving orders and of starting rodiction. The DAO did n<* have the 
authority and 1.0. Farben oVen less to start prediction in such a 
plant or to stop St, nor did the 1\0 have the authority of jiving 
orders as thsy wanted to these Reich-owned plants. But the orders 
were very strictly distributed by the Array Ordinance Office to ono 
particular factory in that case right fran tho beginning, and it would 
not have been tho dity of the HIP, even if one factory had been able 
to prodice the required anoint in one plant, if the Array Ordinance 
Office thought that the prodiction should be distributed among two or 
three factories. All these matters had to be accepted without 
criticism and carried wit. 

BY DR. GXERLXCKS: 

Q Dr. Schindler, first of all I shall deal with your affidavit 
which is identified as Defense Exhibit 13A* The prosecutor referred 
to the figures given by ;-*cu there and he talked about them separately, 
and he finally reached the conclusion that eight per cent of the total 
originates frcn firms which had nothing to do with the Verwertchemie, 
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the T. r asa : , the DAG, or the Dynanit A.G. t would like to ask you, 
this -percentage of eight _>er cent, which 70 U lave worked out, is it 
correct from the point of view of proportion in each individual 
year, or did it change considerably dirirg the years? 

A Certainly, each year there was a chan-e in the proportions; 
for example, in the first years frcu 1930 awards, the factory in Heins- 
dorf was the only one which‘yroducod military explosives; therefore, 
they carried 100 Mr cent of tl* prodaction and other firms had no 
ce it at all. 

Q I would liko to discuss another example with ycu. In the 
year 1935, ycu mentioned the production of 'lynose carriod out by a 
coo ; «iny outside this croup, and you gave 5,000 tons as a figure there, 
and the total prediction of the other finas you gave as 10,380 tons ' 
in the last figure. That mokes 68.5 per oor.t of the entire prodic- 

e 

tion. i Do yon agree with ae in findite that these 5,000 tons con¬ 
stitute between 30 and 35 per cent of the total prodiction? 

A les, as far as 1935 is conoemed. 

% Q A3 th « example, let us take the year 193 S whore you 
calculated 6,620 as 31.8 per cent, and at the sane time you give tho 
prodiction of lynose as 6,500 tons. Is it therefore correct that the 
share of this ftctnry durirr. that yoar tliorefore constituted about 
30 por cent? 

. A 33 per cent to be f.uite correct. 

Q In your opinion. Is it justified to conclude from these 
statements that durinc the first years after the Goman rearmaaent, 
the shore of these firms was ®ch bigger than during the years during 
the war, and that the figure of eight per cent cannot be used as a 
basis for checking up on the question in how far the firms took part 
in preparation of the war—that is the activity during the years from 
1?3U until 1938 inclusively. . 

A Yes, I agree. 

Q In order to be brief, T don't want to repeat all the figures 
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concerning powder, I '.ereiy. wait to .s’c yew: the train of theujit 
which I just discussed '.ath you, can that be applied also to the 
field of power—that is, to your statements in your affidavit So. 

13/2? 

A Yes, it is approximately tie sa «e in the field of powder. 

Q I would like to ask you, as far as you know were the 
technical and organ isation al relations between the firms of IMG, Wasag, 
Ver.iertcheeis, and Sprengcheaie—was t.ioir organizational and technical 
connection such that it can be justified that the prodiction of plants 
which were looked after by thoee plants can be considered a unity? 

A No, that is impossible. 

Q Why is it impossible? 

A hecauso Wasag and DAO lad nothing to do with each other, 
apart fran a loose exchange of experience in as far as technical .alters 
wore concerned in the civilian explosive fiold. We did not !:now what 
Wasag did in the military field, or the Sprengcheaie at first, neither 
did thoy know w'.at no did. Only during the war did one look into 
these .alters nore tolly on both sldos, but, of course, noithor side 
could exise any influence. 

Q Tills knowledge which was --ainod lctor because of the war, 
was this due to the fact that owin,; to the cooperation of the indus¬ 
tries concerned, in ccenittees, etc., in all fields of the Oennan 
economic line, not only ooneerning explosives, suoh an exchan',o took 
place in erdsr to increase the general witjxit or in order to secure 
the exchange of experience? 

A Yes, that is exactly what I was trying to say. 

Q Other reasons did not exist for-this exchange? 

A Ho. - • 

Q Jfr. Schindler, when being ashed by the prosecutor, you 
talked about &e ship lent of aononitrotoluol from the production of 
I.G. Faroen during 1937 and 1933 Co the DtG and also about the ship¬ 
ment of pentaerythrite, as a preliminary product for nitropenta from 


127S6 


28 Apr Ii8-V.—'3-22-h-Gaylor d (Int. Juelich 
Court No. VI, Case Ho. VI (OT*:!3SS3Dll) 

the Ludwigshafen Farben production, also diring the years of 1937 
and 1938» I would like to ask youi were the shipments of these 
preliminary predicts of any ii^ortance for the entire explosive 
production — because of thoir quantity — these preliminary products, 
inasfar as J.G. Farben and Ludrigshafen in particular shipped than? 

A Ho. I have already explained that aononitrotoluol was 
made by nearly all the THT factories themselves and that pentaery- 
thrite was mainly supplied by Reich-owned plants whiohthe Arry 
Ordnanoo Office had had.built to supply the Reich-owned nitroponta 
plants. 
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(J '4ie Prosecution als o asked you whether civilian explosives 
which the Engineering Corps of the TTohrracht used to fill hand 
grena des, etc., were included in your list under milita y or 
civilian explosives. I *ould now like to ask you; insofar as you 
know, is it generally the custom, when classifying such materials, 
to classify then according to their uso instead of according to 
the consumer? 

A *he explosives for filling hand grenades were not listed 
• ’by me as c ivilian explos ives. I must add something to my previous 
testimonyl I stated before that I did not consider these explosives 
at all but I did after all. I listed then among tho filling 

• 

placos. The liat is contained in the second part of the affidavit, 
Jhat is, exhibit 13-1. Apart from that, it is usual that the 
explosives are listed according to tho character, to the manner of 
thoir production and then to considor then as civilian exploaivos ovon 
if, as in somo individual caa os, they ucro used for fortifications. 

Q Is it correct to draw tho conclusion the other way around os 

well? In a co.tain connection tho dofenso has submitted an affidavit 

• . 

in this case according to which hexogono was also usod for civilian 
purposos v/hen blow ing up fiolds and other similar uses. In view 
of tliia fact of the occas: onal uso of oxplosives which actually r.ero 
military but wore used for civilian puposes, did you list hexogono 
under military explosives? 

A Hexogono is generally listed under ailitary explosivos. 

Q 'ihank you, 

A '*he same is true of Nitropenta . There was also some 
civilian ibo, but still nitropenta is listed exclusively under 
military explosives. 

Q I now refer again to your affidavit which was designated 
as Defense exhibit 13-1. This aomiag you testified that you 
wished to explain the difference betwoon the purely explosive product¬ 
ion and the filling or the nixing, which you listed in two separate 
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column8, but you had no chance to give thle explanation. 

Kay I ask you now to tell us about this difference once again, 
and to explain why, in your opinion, your second list is Just os 
. 8° od and perhaps, even nore Justifiable as a oasis for 
considering this material. 

A The data in the list of the first affidavit, 13-1 are 
the pure unmixed explosives, which, during the war, were 
used only to a small percentage by the military. The filling 
of munitions consisted of mixtures of this military explosive 
and other materials, mainly ammonium nitrate. Only that 
mixture gives us the finished explosive and if one understands 
the production figures 'n this manner, then one gets considerably 
different percentages because under Montan and other Reloh 
owned plants to so-called Kunas, the state munition enterprises 
are listed. The state itself operatod these through the so- 
called Feldzougmeletorel. Apart from that, there was a number 
of independent private firms who operated suoh fillings 
plante. 

<4 I have one more question now. In order to Judge tho 
actual military proparednoss. Is it more decisive to consldor 
the activity of the filling plants or the production of explos¬ 
ives as you listed them in the first list of your affidavit 
13-1? 

A In my opinion, tho filling capacity is the decisive fac¬ 
tor because only that produces ammunition ready for use. 

k Thank you. I h*ve Just one final question for you,. 

Mr. Schindler. It concerns the freedom of decision of the 
firms which are Involved nere as constructors of plants or as 
operating firms for such production plants. Xou yourself 
told us that you worked in that field. Would >ou have had 
the possibility to reject orders which were given to you as 
part of this general program? *» 
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A Ho surely would not have had that possibility: 

4 And why not? 

A Because then they would have forced us to carry out 
the program, by making a change in the management. 

Let me ask you in another way; Could these orders 
which were addressed to you or other firms active In that 
field oe enforced on the oasis of existing laws and regulations? 

A Yes, that's my ODinlon. They were phrased In the 
form of an order. 

Q And what would have happened if, particular, by during 
the war, you would have, refused to obey such orders or pre- • 
vented them from being carried out or slowed them down? 

A Then we would have been charged with undermining the 
military forces and we would have had to boar the oonsequenoos, 

, DR. 0I2RLICHS;. Thank you. I have no further questions. 

R2CR0SS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. AMCHAN: 

W Hr. Witness, this morning during the recess, and 
this afternoon during the recess, did you confor with defense 
oounsel? 

A No. . 

<« Did you talk to any of the defense counsel? 

A Yes, briefly, but not about matters which h«ve anything 
to do with this case. 

£ Did you talk to Dr. Shaann during the recess? Dr. 

Ehmann of the Army Ordnance Office? 

A I talked to Dr. Shmann about general matters. 

« You mean while in recess, when you were being cross- 
examined is It your testimony th"t you discussed with him 
general matters having nothing to do with your testimony or 
this case, Is that your testimony? 

A Yqs. . 

<4 You talked about personal matters? 
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A Not about .personal natters, but generally about 
the fact that after all it wasn't a matter of certain percentages 
out that everything was done on the order of the state. 

* So, you discussed, did you not, your testimony and 
the Interpretation of your testimony with Dr. Shraann of the Army 
Ordnance office while you were in recess? Isn't that the fact? 

A No, in ay opinion, this has nothing to do with ray 
testimony, it was a general conversation. 

<4 About the figures of production, etc? 

A We did not talk about figures of production. 

k ’’hat kind of figures were you talking about? 

A We did not discuss any figures. 

£ What eubjeot matter did you discuss? 

- A What I just descrl'ood. 

. Sfc I didn't understand what you mentioned before. Will 
you repeat it? 

A I talkod with him about the fact that it was unimportant 
to list any percentages, that tho important thing wae that 
the whole matter **ns dono by order of the Array Ordnancr 
Office. 

That was the general contont of the conversation apart 
.from personal matters. 

This morning, did you also talk with Dr. Alttor about 
some of these matters? Dr. Ritter from ^rauch'e office. 

A No, I didn't talk to Dr. fitter. 

** Now, Dr. Boettcher asked you about exhibit 616, NI- 
10580. In order to be entirely correct re to what your 
testimony was, tell me whether or not the following paragraph from 
that exhibit is a paragraph about which you were testifying. 

I quote; 
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"The table and chart comprising Exhibit C 3how the progress of the 

actual expansion from 1933 to the end of the war. In the four years, 1934 

• 0 

to 1938, the powder production capacity had been increased to 5,0<X) tons 

. 0 0 

per month and total explosives capacity to 13,500 tons per month, includ- 
• 0 0 

ing about 5,5CO tons of pure high explosives and 8,000 tons of extondors, 
principally aamonina nitrate, a fair amount of new construction was in¬ 
cluded in this increase. Actual production was appreciably below the 
nominal capacity, 2,000 tons per month powder, and 2,700 tons per month 
pure high explosivos estimated in 1939 in the said production curves. By 

operation of this expanding capacity from 1933 to the beginning of tho 
• 0 

war, a stock of 187,000 tons of powder was accumilated." 

0 • 0 

My question to you, Ur. Witness, is: Is the paragraph that I Just 
read from Bdiibit 616 — is that the paragraph about which you testified 
i*ien Dr. Boettcher examined you on redirect examination? 

A.- Tes. 

Q.- And your affidavit was based on the figures in Exhibit 616 and the 
paragraph that I Just read, is that correct? 

A. - Tes. 

0 0 

Q.- Now, in connection with your testlxmny on document DAO-13-2, the 

0 

gunpowder, I recall that under the column "Uontan and other Reich Instal- 

0 0 

lationa" you listed about fourteen plants; two of those plants, you said, 

• 0 

wore oporated by Eibia, is that right? 

A.- Eibia, yes. 

Q.- Is it not a fact that Eibia is a 100 percent subsidiary of Wolff 
and Company? 

0 • • 

A.- Tes, Eibia was a subsidiary of Wolff and Company. 

Q.- And do you know that Ifolff and Company wa3 a subsidiary of I.G. 
Farben? 

A.- I do not know in detail about the connections between I.G. Farben 
and Wolff. I knew there were some relations between I.G. and Wolff. 
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Q.- Now then. Dr. Gierlichs, on redirect examination, directed your 

0 

attention to DAG document 13-1 and DAG document 33-2, arri did I correct¬ 
ly understand your testimony to be that the percentages which you arri¬ 
ved at and testified to on cross-examination do not give a fair repre¬ 
sentation of the situation? Is that your testimony 7 

A.- Concerning explosives, a bill tea made out, according to the in- 

0 

dividual years, as to the participation concerning lygnose, and it shows 

# 

that the participation was fran 30 to 35 percent. Concerning powder, I 
must say, now that I have ay list in front of me, that a similar calcu^ 
lation cannot be carried out because in the first phases of tho reaxmament 

the powder production was carried on in Reinsdorf. 

0 

Q.- Ur. r/itness, there will bo no point in going through a percentage 
for each year listod in your compilations; you gavo the total figuro and 
the total porcentagos. I Just ask you to mako one more calculation. Now 

0 0 

we will takn the yoar immodiatoly precoding tho war, namely, tho yoar 1938, 
I direct your attention to DAG document 13-1, tho explosives exhibit. 

4 

4 

For tho year 1938, first tell ae which plants were not plants of DAG, Wa- 

sag, Verwertcheaio, and Deutsche Sprcngchcaie. Toll n» those which are not 

0 

plants of tho companies I named, which are included in tho figures for 

1938. 

A.- 1938? There I must speak about one mcplesivo *t a time: Concern- 

• 0 

ing TNT, lygnose is to be named. Concerning haxogen, no such plant is to 

0 • 

bo named. Concerning nit rope nt a, there is no plant to be named either. 

0 0 

Concerning picric acid, thore is nobe, nor is t»iere any concerning hoxa- 
nitrodiphenilcne. 

0 

Q.- Now, do I correctly understand that in your figures for tho yoar 
1938 on explosives, in DAG 13-1, the lygboso plant is the only plant which 

* * * 0 

is not DAG, Wasag, Vorwertcheaio, or Deutsche Sprengcheaae, is that right? 

A*- Xos. 
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Q.- Now give mo tho production figures for the plant — the Lygnoso 
Plant — fOr the year 1938, which aro contained in your compilation, 

A.- Eight thousand four hundred tons/ 

0 # 

Qi*- Now the total production for 1938 is 48,030 tons, according to 

i 

your figures, Right? 


A.- Yes 1 . 

Q.- Now give mo the percentage that the I^gnosc firm production bears 
to the total production for 1938. What is tho percentage? 


A.- Seventeen point five porcent. 

# 0 

Q.- Am I corroct, then, in saying that for tho year 1938 tho explo¬ 
sives production, according to your own figures and your om tabulation, 

0 0 0 0 

for Dynamit AC, VTasag, Vorwortchoelo, and Deutscho Sprongchomio, is 82.5 
porcent, is that right? 

A.- Yoa. 

Q.- Now, will you turn to your exhibit 13-2, doaling with gunpowdor? 
0 

Take tho year 1938, tho yoar boforo tho war. Now will you toll mo which 


plants aro included within tho yoar 1938 which did not bolong to Dynamit 

0 0 • * 

A.C., Vfasag, Vorwortchcaio, and Doutscho Sprengchesdo? Toll m which plants. 
A.- Thor© woro no othor plants. 

0 0 

Q.- *s it correct to say, then, that for tho yoar 1938 tho antiro 

• 0 

production of gunpowdor — as sot forth in your own affidavit, »G 13-2, 

0 0 

tho entire production caao from the plants of Dynamit AG, Wasag, Vorwort- 
0 0 

cheraio, and Doutscho Sprorgchonie, is that corroct? 

0 

A.- If ono adds Vfolff and Eibia to this, yes. 

• • 

• Q.- If you add those two, then that is correct? 

A.- Yes. 

Q.- So that in 1938 tho entire production of gunpowdor in Goroany, 

• ' -\ 

ICO percent production, came fraa the plants Dynamit A.G., Wasag, Vorwort 

chemie, and you aro including in that Wolff and Company and its subsidiary 
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Eibla, is that right? 

A.- Yes. 

UR. A1CHAN: No furthor questions. 
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HE DIRECT EmiXATICa' 

BY EB. C-IXHLICHSs 

«<• Mr. Sch in dler, does your atatcoont which you Just made during 
tho recro88 examination, according to which no -rganlrational and par¬ 
ticularly technical organisational relation existed between tho firms 
EAC-, Wusag, Sprengchcmio, Verwertcheaio, which Justifies tho ccabining 
of thoso firms in one group, that la to aay that this combination 1 b 
arbitrary — does thie also *iply to tho firm Wolff * Co. and Eibia .to 
tho aamo oxtont if not oven aero bo. 

A. Yea, this appll®* «l*o to Volff AC-. and the Slbla. 

Dfi. GIHBLICHS: Thank you. Mo furtbor quostiona. 

MB. iMCHAH: We havo no further quostiona of thla witnooa, if your 
Henora plea*®# I might rofer to tho echodulo for tomorrow ainco tho 
oxaainatlon of this wltneaa took a little more tiso thnnvo had antici¬ 
pated. Tho witnoaaea who were achoduled to nppoar thla aftornoon, I 
ouggoat, bo callod first thing tomorrow morning at 10 a.m. — namoly, 
tho first witness will be Goldschmidt, tho second witnoao Boithingor, and 
tho third witness Sproti. I would st«gest, if agrooablo to tho dofonoo 

0 

tho witnona Schaidt who is achodulod for tomorrow morning bo put error 
until tomorrow aftornoon at 1.30 so that ho doosn't havo to wait around 
all morning. 

IE. GUBLICKSj I am not able to mako a atatonont for my c lloaguos 
in so far ao tho postponement of the examination of the witnoes Schmidt 
is concerned, but I agroo to it, and I bellovo that ay colloagucs hold 
tho 88—0 opinion. 

Mr. Conaissionor, I take tho liberty of asking another quootion. 

Would It not bo possible to start the examinations at 9 a.m. instead of 
10 a.n. and if nocosaary to continue then to tho enno hour when tho Court 
recesses. Becauso of the preparation of robuttal material, tho dofonso 
has a lot of work to do. Preparations aro being nado for absence during 
tho weekend, Thorefore, it would bo greatly in tho interest of enabling 
us to do our work if, by starting at 9 a.n. and continuing longer at night, 
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28 April 48al_SV-25-2Jox (Juolich) 
Court 6, Case 6 — Coeeission 


wo could nake sure that the vitaossos planaod for tonorrov night all ho 
finished tomorrow. 

MB. AMCHAH: Vo h«ro alerted our staff according to the echodulo 
and with tho late hour It would he vory difficult f«r us to rearrange 
tho schedule. As far as the burdens the defense has in preparation, thoy 
are ver y ■lM conparod with the burdens the prosecution hao in preparation. 
I would suggost to Tour Honor that we aaintain our usual echodulo. Oioro 
aro no unusual Circassian cos caUing for a change Just now, and I would 
suggest wo keop this as wo haro boon xf to now, but I leave it to Your 
Honor's jud&aent. 

TH3 CCMMISSIOHES: Since we havo boon planning on toaorrow at 10, 
we will mako toaorrow at 10; but I do think w 0 should bogln about 5:30 
horoaftor. If we begin at 9, it doesn't giro the defondants who want 
to c-no down tine to got oxcusod froa the othor Court and wo could hardly 
start at 9 but I do think 9:30 will bo a good hour. 

MB. AMCHA5: Vo will bo glad to.iwhon we havo a heavy ochodule, 
but the schodule so far hasn't required it. 

1 HE CCMMISoICiriB: But this week wo will keep to tho 10 o'clock 
schodule and next week we will try to start at 9:30. If there is nothing 
else, the Commission will stand adjourned until tomorrow morning at 

10 o 1 clock. 

(Tho CoBxniosion adjourned until 29 April 1948, at 1000 houro.) 
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Official Transcript of Military Tribunal 
VI, Caso VI, l a the cattor of tfao United 
Statog of America, against lari Krauch, ot . 

. al, defendants, sitting at Humber g, Oor- 

=any, on April 39,1948, Jnetico Stake 
proeidloc.* 

THL MARSHAL: Porsons In tfao Courtrooa will p'oaso find thoir 
soate. ’ - 

3onorable the Judgo* of Military Tribunal VI. 

Military Tribunal VI now In session, C-od eavo tfao United States 
of Ac erica and this Honorable Tribunal. 

There will bo order in tfao Court. 

4 • 

THE PHESXttlTT: Any annovneoeente fron do f on so counaol? 

IS. BOKtatiiCrt The ekeainatlon of tfao Vltness Goldschmidt bo- 
foro the Cnamiseionor did not take place yoetorday. It fans been post¬ 
poned until 10 o'clock this corning. Therefore, I should liko to 
ask that the Dofondant Mann be excused aft or 10 O'clock in ordor that 
ho may attend tho Coraltsloner's hearings, 

DH. ASCHSUCai Tfaoro wero a nuabor of postponed on to in tho 
Cooalsslonor o hearings. Tor that roason X ask that tho Defendant 
Oattlneau bo excusod froa this corning's, thio aftornoon'o, and 
tomorrow morning's nosolons In ordor that ho nay attond tho Commis¬ 
sioner's hoarlngs. 

THE paLSUQIT: Both of thoso roquosts aro grantod. 

Anything further from tho DofonsoT Anything fr-Tii tho Prosocution 

bofrro wo roinrao tho exo*s-oraalnatl''n? Then, you any procood, Counsel, 

with tho eross-oxanl-ation. 

WITHESS HAHS JLU.UL.H - Hosuaod 
CROSS - l^lSWlf»>C~ntinuod 

/ ! - 

If UB. HLWMAH: AS ■' « 


Dr. Kronor's rrctivi- 











29 Aprii 4aJCSSf-l^Stene (H^ler) 
Court 6 , Case 6 


A. I can answor this neither in th« affiraative nor in the negative, 
if 70 U put thie question to no in that general form. I should ho grateful 
to you if you c*uld give no en indication as to how I an avyposod to 
have approved or supported Ur, Zranor's efforts. 

Q. By Just writing hin to the effect-that you fttlly approvod of his 
stops takon in the interin period between Wiesbaden and the boginning of 
1939, or rather 1941. 

A. During dircctJoxanination yesterday I aado sooe detailed otnto-1 
nonts with rospect to tho beginning of French production. I stated undor 
what aspects Farbon considered tho situation in Franco, at the tino. X 
have also adapted that, and this is how X oxprecsod it: Wo worriod uxw 
nftcosearily in nany respects. 

Vi. My question was Just whether yu rocall that you oxproosly np- 
prevod of Kronor'a stops in restricting the French plants after Viosbadon; 
and I shell introduce , in this connection, SI — 

THE. PRESIDENT: Just 0 nonont. Ho*, lot's find "Ut what thJ wit- 
noos soys about it. How, do you noon. Counsel, by lottor or bywritton 
stntooont ho oxproosly ®jprovod tho natter? 

MH. HEWMAHi That's right; and tho answor of tho dofondmt was not 
cloorly afflrned. 

TES PRDSHEHT: Tory woll. Sow, lot's boo if wo can got it dear 
end thus porhapo savo eono tino. 

BY TEE PHESIUOT: 

Q. Ib jru rocall, Mr. Witnoss, whothor you did or did not oxprossly 
approve tho sattor in sono written doemont, tho nattor about which crun- 
sol has askod you? 

A. In tho general -ay in which tho question is. put to no by tho 

ii • 

‘rosocutor I roally cannot re-c=bor. 

Tory well; that|s an answor. 

THE PBLSIIEHyi How, you nay introduce 70 ur docuaont. 

MB. KBMJty How, I introduce SI-15238, which will bocomo our Ex¬ 
hibit 2147, which is y~ur letter to Dr. Kreoor. 
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29 April 4a-JUSV-4 r S^*bao (Heeler) 

Court 6, Case 6 T ‘Vv. 

: - i 

4 . J ** 

THE PBESHE'JT: Sow, Counsel, there really is no necessity of pur- 

* X ^' 

suing the natter further. lou hare the anoyor of tho vitnose that ho dooc 

Y * k 

not r<*a6rbor # If the doemont shows that he did, it speaks for itcolf, 
and that’s tho cloao of tho issue on that score, unloso thoro is redirect 
exittlnation. 

MR. HBMJV: Tory woll, Mr. Pweidont, I Just wanted to idontify tho 
docunont; I havo no furthor questions. 

THE PRESI1EHT: Vory woll. 

BY MR. HErfMANj 

Q. In your diroet-^xonination yestorday you otatod that no actual 
proosuro was oxorcigod on tho other pnrty, and that Yarbon did not intond 
any ouch presauro. How, it it not truo that Far bon agrcod on using proo- 
suro oven against tho Yroneh Collaborationist Oovornaont in Vichy, in 
ordor to procuro its consont for Yarbon najority participation in Yran- 
color? 

THE PRESIDENT: How, Counsol, if you can nako your quootion a littlo 
noro diroct. You say, B if you don’t agroo.* You do not soy whothor or 
not you rofor to soao oral conversation, to soao writton docuaont, or 
in fact to what ho nay not hwro agrood. If you put tho quostion diroct 
to hln wo will pcralt you to haro an answor, and thon you con follow your 
7 *n courso with reforoneo to supplemental proof. 

BYMR.HEWAHl 

Q. l o it not truo that Dr, Kranor idrisod you, in March 1941, thnt 
tho^Vichy Gorornaont is opposed to Yarbon's 51jt participation in Yrnncolor, 
and that, thoroforo, Eraser folt it nococsary, boforo rooponlng negoti¬ 
ations, to put tho French C-orornoont undor proesuro, and that ho so ad¬ 
vised you? 

A. I Smew that the Vichy (Wenacnt was opposed to 5l£ . 

THE PHESHEUTi The quostion ie whothor «r n*t you woro advised by 
tho party nased in tho quostion to that affoct. 

A. That I don’t rosonber. 
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29 iprii 48^SV-L^_S t ono (2*alor) 
Court 6, Case 6 


3? KB. 5must 

• * • . • 

Q. Then, I introduce a file note on a tolephono conversation with 
Er. Sresor, lnitialod 'Dr. Euoppor,“ of March 6, 1941, which was tnJcon 
iron your Griesheln file. XI_15222, which nay go in as our Exhibit 2146. 

Mow, turning to tho Proasblo of tho Prancolor (Wontion (Tho Prnn-1 
color Convention is ~ur Exhibit 1255, our Ifecuaont Boole 50, English Pago 
35, which io Page 41 of tho C-oraan), whoro you wore, at tho tino, lod by 
this Prooablo. Tho Pronch aido wisbod to nako cloor that it had ontorod 
into tho Prancolor Agrconont under prosouro. 

A. V 0 did not understand this Proaeblo in this way. Tho Prooablo 
was draftod by tho Pronchaon. Vo don't oonoidor this Pronnblo to noon 
that tho contract was ©oncludod under prossuro. Vo could not do that on 
our part bocauso wo novor had the fooling that wo oxorcisod tho prossuro 
oj it woo allogod by tho p rosocution. On tho othor hand wo found it 
quito undorotandablo that tho ^ronchson, with rospoct to a oontract which 
was to last for 99 yoars, had boon sifcjoctod to tho prosouro of tho 
conditions, as it woro. Thoy v^tod to sot down tho background and pre¬ 
lic inary history of this contract in that Provable. During ono of your 
intorrognti>ns in Hay, or at tho ond of April, I otatod that wo didn't 
lito tho Prooablo very nuch, but, on tho othor hand, wo cruld understand 
tho foolingsToxprooood by tho Pronchaon, and wo, thoroforo, pgrood to 
tho Promblc in tho w«r it was phrasod. Had wo oxorcisod prossuro bo- 
forohnnd and hod wo ^-nsidorod that oontract ns htving boon drafted undor 
prossuro, thon wo pr^ably would have boon opposed to having tho unfair 
attitude confiraod in tho Preanblo; an* thon wo probably wouldn't hnvo 
4i^od it, 

Q, Hew, did ycu or your ropresontetivoo in Pnrio considor this Pro- 

a 

aablo as a noons for tho Pronch to avoid or cancel tho Prancolor Conven¬ 
tions whon circuastancos changod? 

A. I can't rononbor any such considerations at tho nenont. 

0. Vas it not Parbon'a plan to iqjply to le . Michol of tho Goman 
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29 Aprii 48-M-SW—1-5-St one (Healer) 
Court 6, Caso 6 


Kilitery C-cvoraoent in Trance and to ask bin to have tho Proenblo stricken 
froa tho draft of tho Trracolor Conventions on the protons© that tho 
Ooraen C-ovoroseat considorod such Preceblo undesirable? 

A. I can't rascsbcr that particular evont, but I do think that it 
is possible that this aattor was discussed with tho C-ovomaont repnw 
sontativos in thoso days. In signing this Proanblo wo nssicod a cortoin 
—lot's soy — responsibility towards tho Govcrnaont. 

Q. Too. As to tho lost three question I introduct ML-15219. This 
is Tr. Scupper'o ncoorand'm, addressod, asong others, to Dofondant Kuglor, 
of Juno 13, 1941, which will bocoeo our Exhibit 2149; and also HlJl5218, 
again Dr, Koippor'o conorandvc to von Schaitxlor, Tor Meor , Kuglor and 
othors, of July 1, 1941, which will bocooo our Erixibit 2150. In tho 
last exhibit I particularly refer to the ooc'md pnrngrnph. 

How, you toatifiod in connection with the nowly acqulrod Poliok- 
nnd Alsatian plants that Mr, Eckert w«ricod under tho st^jurvislon of Dr, 
Kuoppor, and, as y-'u put it, laacdlatoly and directly undor Dr.. Von 
Schnitslor, My quostion is: Is It not true that with rospoct to all 
nowly acqulrod dyoatuffs plants in C'<nquorcd Sur'po, including tho 
Polish and Alsatian plants, Eckert workod under your direct supervision? 

A. Mr. N«r n nn, I bolloro that I havo oxplainod tho nattpr corro&- 
tly yostordoy, Tho Alsatian firas hr d a spoclal sottlosont in that ro- 
spoct. In tho ^rooecution docusonto theasolvos vo find a cortaln in¬ 
dication as to hew thoso natters wore sottlod. Would you givo no ono 
ninute, tad I shall find tho roferenco for you. Tot oxarplo, I rofor to 
Exhibit 1147, MI-8385, Book 55, Page 79 of tho English version. That is 
a circular of Dr. Kouppor which was distributed intornally, during a 
cortoin phase of the Polish negotiations, You will find tho internal 
distribution list thcro, vhich is typical of the cottlonont ns was tho 
caso at tho tiso. Thore you will n«t find ay nmo, and you will find that 
true also in other filos concerning Alsatian ®d Polish negotiations, 

I was never addressed with respect to theso natters, and Mr. Eckort 
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29 iprii 4aJCCW_0-6-S t c=a (Sadler) 

Crurt 6, Case 6 

attached iraoiderablc value to tea that the arro&rtecat which had boon made 
at no end ef 1929' w-ulfi.actually be adhered to. I did not interfere with 
these -a xay eva initiative because I h*i nuch nore to do. 
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CCuT:7 VI CA33 t" 

29 Apr UG-2-1-: (RauLor) 

Q. JO teen* r:i erstanc taftt yocr a~s.\»r t vv question is 
"no,*' as to uheteor ’.Jc'.vcrt worfoed under your suparvision? 

A. I um the actual facts as they ‘.'ere. I don't ’.cnorr 

whether you here in your possession a docent frou which the opposite . 
uay p.rhpas be apparent, but you bare to pat te..t to uo so teat I could 
explain it. 

T:i3 I'.fJXZIL'Ti 7.w question asUed you, :*. iwfe.idant, is conparaeiToly 
steplo, as to ohotlior or not lekurt did or did not torn under your suxuv 
vision. You Seoulbe able to answer that "yos" or “no." However, yov. 
tay later wish to o^jlriu .uUy you said "yos" or "nu," a-id you will have on 
opportunity to ccnUAn« It occurs to us tent yos *- »uld be trv aj- 
teat "yes" or “no" in view of teu fact test you -.rill bo able to explain 
your answer if it ceils for an explanation. Car. ;• u answer that "-yes" or 
"no," ca to veteur or wot lotcort wor‘.:~d und~r ;-wx supervision? You will 
shorten tec a-a.'.'.nation hero. 

A. It. tea case of Poland and AlMOO-fccrr.'.TO, no. 

Kf .2. rzera 

c*. So, I vcitrodvco a r-port concur, ting 3w n.-vifcutjnt Uupartaent 
Dyuatuffs, JMalvfWt, dated January 20, lyl;3, :;.>24'23?, o*^ it .111 teco:*) 
our Sxiiibit 21 >L. 

liow, bqt last two questions will d~al wite tu. Auaaig-FalUenau pUeto. 
You testified yesterday on tho raw (sic) prSduct.ov: of the Aussic-Falloncu 
plants, avid you otated tlxt only .txachlor.teavva reprly falls into this 

category. You cl-.o stated that its production <11. not start baforo l?li2. 

0 

Till low, counsel, i*m sorry te interrupt you; but I tl-.'Jtf: 

wc can save tiaae if -o suggest w'.iat we thin: is a veore orderly approac.v 
to this probl-vi. You place tiio witness in tex position of having to 
acsujc or tale for granted tiiut ho did' or did not l-stify to certain 
facts, Thu proper prooe&ra is to ash hiu i- foe first instance if he 
did or did vert so testify.. If Jo says a- did n_\ r « ho ' ,iaVlJ a 
coaeon vaxierstanfirg tl-nt*testified, te.a.rwr WCt st ~? is 10 as!: 
your next i.east!on. Yio trouble with the ;r-cr.t lira of thw question 
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COURT VI CAS 2 VI 

29 Apr U8-2-2-::-£3-Stono (Raalcr) 

• m v 

i3 that you assume that ho did testify to that. You have a right to do 
that ordinarily in oross-ox a rsination; but when you arc approaching the 
problem from this standpoint it just provokes a long answer or a long 
explanation that is tico consming. Hill you as'.: your question rnd inquire 
whether or not lie agroos with you that he did so testily; If ho doos not, 
you have the record. 

I R. WL2!h I mil ask tho question right now. 

7IS PRS3J1 ;r»’: Yos. 

m hr. u&fi&it 

Q. Is it now true that before Farben aoquirod titlo to tho plants. 


ncaoly, in October 193C, that you contemplate tlic production of Huxacb- 


lorothano and otiior raw na to rials in the Auasic-ralkonau plants? 

A. '.’ould you please ropoat tho question? I didn't quite under staled 
it. Aron't you referring to tho tiao bjforc 193?? 

Q. Isn't it truo tliat you contemplated f.io production of Hexachlor- 
othano and other row materials in tho Aussig-Tallronau plants before Far bon 
hod evon acquirod title to tho plants, naaoly, in Cotobor 1933? 

A. 'iihon I began agr service at Aussie representatives from various 
Reich ag-ndes soon ViSitod ew, particularly people from tho Four-Year 
Plan, in order to inspect tho plant. At that tine c number of gentlemen 
voiced opinions ns to .Author this or tho other could bo dono. Throughout 
the ti ma of □y Cooissar activity, and this is ontir-ly in accordance with 
what I testified, '£ constructed no factories and I invested not one 
Pfennig for ary ouch production. The only products that truro continued 


core the prod vets Which ''ere already in existence before. I assume that 


you refer to a statement I gave in 19k5? 

Q. Ho, I did not. Did you take the position in October 1938 that 
because of the favorable location the plants at Arssig and Falkcnau ncro 
predestined for transformation of their'manufacture along lines of interest 
to military economy and in keeping with the purposes of the Four-Year Plan? 

A. That might bo. It might have been written down at that time. 1 


don't ruanaber it now. 
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COURT VI CA33 7a 

29 Apr l^-^Kfil-Stooo (BasOur) 


C>. lor, then, :.-o introduce .11-15077, uhiefc rill in as our 
Exhibit 2152. This ic a letter sifcn~d by the fcro Gaxisoars KnvT r 
a.id Brunner, of October 26, 193o, to the Ifcaich : linistry of Uconcoics. 

I particularly* rarer to .Jo. 3 of the first cuclaeara attache to this 
l.tt-r. And a lutra no further questions. 

11 '.. oXlXlir.: ' r. President, I havo only one or possibly tiro questions 
TIC yer-/ null. 

•21. SlTliTEi S a.mil havo to have fan in v~c*.: of your recent 
instruction u'aich i* intend to obey. < 

7.C PiJ. L Vi "oil, that's no iron-c?^*". instruction, General} >ro 

TTcre just tayfcc to ocv- a littlu tiao by ovaC.'* lon’i answers if we oould, 

sr.a;"Ci 3*. 

CiDSS miXlVTIG . (Oontjnuod) 

zr sf.cc.:::j 

Q. 11*. Hurler, as X understood you, you teat-Tied that you viuro n t 
present in the iidilo of Isy 1930 efc* Sj-bola had this confer-nco in 
B-rlin cloui nit:. »Vos!X/abXa and so-a otmr persons fraa li.f-7. Is f.int 
correct? 

| • 

a. ro«. 
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29 April-JH*»-3-Wlinfl (Int.Rcmlar) 

COURT VI, c:ss VI 

q. ,rd that lrter on you reproached both Frank-Pahlc and Soobohm 

f _ 

for holding a conference on this matter without your knowledge, ie that 
correct? 

U Yob. 

Q. Now, when did you reproach both Frank-Fahlc wo Scobohm? 

I can't fix the dato. I assume that I voiced ay displeasure 
about that meeting toward Frrnk-Frhlo on the oc era ion of tho Cormorcial 
Committee mooting which took place approximately on 25 M»y, I think. 

'Whother I telephoned lir. Sc_bohm frou Frankfurt or whether 1 discussed 
it with him whon I croo to Roichcnberg next time I can't say today. 

Q. Mo further questions. 

THE PRESIDENTS Does that conclude tho cross-examination of tho wit- 

no 33? 

MR. SPRECHE.i Yes, Hr. President. 

•THE PRESIDENT: Does counsel for this dofondant desire to interro¬ 
gate him further with ruforence to the matters gone into by tho prosocu- 
tion? 

DR. KENS: Your Honors, wo have received a number of documents and 
have not yet boon in a. position to stuqy them all ahd I have not boon in 
a position to prepare the rolovrnt questions. For that reason I should 
like for your permission to postpone tho examination of my client r lit¬ 
tle while. 

THE PRESIDENT: Mould you be able to indicate, counsol, approximate¬ 
ly how much time you will noed to familiafixo your so If with tho contents 
of theso documents so that ve can conclude this examination as promptly 
as possible? • 

DR. HLNZi: I believe tift we shall not havo nfny questions. I 
think that wo shall n ~d rb-jut twenty minutes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Portvps wo can go along with the caso 
-*nd at tho first break that *o have in tho routine after you have examined 

the documents, re can recti 1 this dofondant to th< stand and conclude 
this matter. .'re there any other questions from other tfcfonso counsel 
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29 (LiJ.Rrclcr) 

COURT VI, C'SS vr 


f ot, you may stop and wo will novo to the next nettor,, Now, coun¬ 
sel, except for your ro&roct examination does this conclude your pre¬ 
sentation on behalf of your defendant? 


naked for a witness who has been a.p roved by the Tribunal but who un¬ 
fortunately h-s not yet arrive in Nuernberg. He resides in -ustria 
*nd up to this tino ho h-'s not bo-.n able to cross the border. If I 
should succeed in getting hin here I ask for permission to call him in 


the course of next week. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. It cay be necessary, in view of tho 
situation, wo are in, to ask you to take the witnoss to tho conwission- 
or, if you ouccood in getting hie hero. But »t will m-ot tfcat probloo 

# • • "T‘4 • ^ 

if it arises. Dr. Pribillnj wo ary havo to ask you to writ just r fow 
oinutes until wo gut our document books, ho will send for thorn right 
now. /re wo correct that what you want are Books 3 and LI 


DR. PRI2ILL /nd 5 Your honors, tho aaall appendix. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thoy will be here presently. Mo will not hold you 


up very long. 

Dr. Pribiila, wo have your Books 3 and L. 5 has not been dolivor- 
od but wo nro sending a note out for it now and porhaps you can got 
along until it cocks. It should be hero this forenoon. Cen you uoo 
three and four in tho no an tine? 

DR. PRIBILL..: Your Honors, fortunately I hrvo £ fow copies of Book 

t 

5 in Bnglish. I could loan thoa to the Tribunal/ Five is tho supplo- . 
mental volume which is still oissing from the first part of my submis¬ 
sion and I really would ordinarily have to start with Book 5. 

THE PRESIDENT: If you could spare us t*o-e^pi«.8 ao that wo could 
use them until ours cooo and then we shall return then to you. Re have 
your supplemental book now so we-are ready to hear you* 

DR. PRIBILL/.: Your Honors, I. shall non commence the second oart of 
the presentation of evidence on behalf of the defendan t prof.Lauton- 

schlaager. I have already deolt with tho subject matter of tho iJarburg 
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Pl?nt (UrrtMrf>E Vukaj, /Vsunbor of docents aro still to bo submitted 

- v '■ 

in thr.t connection. J first refer to Book- 3 , pago 3, That is document 
36 * I already suhalttod that, for identification and I shall now subcit 
it properly into evidence, tho book boing available. It will becoao 
Lautonschlauger Exhibit Nuober 1, Proa Book 4, Page 3, J should like to 
subnit La.utenschlaeger Document limber 54. Jt was rlrowdy submitted for 
identification whun it received Exhibit Nuober 5- 1 nom 0 ff 0 r it 

properly into evidence* 

♦ 

From tho annex. Document Book 5, I stould like to -subnit tho first 
document, an excerpt froa tho official transcript of tho oerican Mil¬ 
itary Tribunal Jftmber I, Kucrnborg, Lautcnschlaoger Docuoont Nurabor 70. 

.1 tho tine it was easi^d exhibit Nuabcr 7 for identification.- I of- 
ttr it now proporly into evidence. The Tribunal may renenbor that at 
that time I already quoted the rolsvant passagos. 

MR. SPRECHER: Mr, Prosident, sholildn't that renain for identifi¬ 
cation as > matter for your Judicial notice. I o«an not that I a« a 
stickler for ■— 


THE PRESIDENT; Counsel, I think that is true so far as tho Judge 
flxmt is concorncd, The Judgenent is av-ilablo without thoro being a 
docuoent, out that porhapa is not true 50 fa r as bringing before this 
Tribunal the ovidenco of proceedings of tho IlfT. Wc understand. Dr. 
Pribllla, that thet is your Exhibit 7 now? 

DR. PRIBILL.'.: Yes, Your Honors. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. . 


DR. PRIE ILL..: Fron the sane book I shall submit thu next document. 
Lautenschla.uger Nuober 71. It will now finally receive Exhibit Number 
8. Thu Tribunal ary rlso reoenber that docuaent which playod some part 
during the axaaina.tion of Dr. pennitz. This is the report on the conclu¬ 
ded typhus experiments which* on 5 May 1942, was sent froa Hrugowsky's 
offico to tho B-hringwerke among others^ 


29 -JWCJ-4-l-Mills (Int.Ranlor) 
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> 


I have reccivod the next document subsequently, which is Document 68 
in Book 5. It Is to receive Exhibit Nuabar 39. This is e statement of 
the Rector of the Philipps University, Uarburg, with regard to Profes¬ 
sor Lautenschlaegor. 

I shall now present Book 3. On pago 1, the first document is not 
being submitted. It deals with an insignificant subject. 

THE PRESIDED: You stae n your Document 35, I assume. 

DR. PRIBILL;: Yes, Your Honors. Tho next document is already in 
evidcnco. On page 7 thoro is Document Lautenschleeger Number 37 which 
will rocolve Exhibit Humbor 40. It is rn rffidcvlt of the aXfi«nt, Dr. 
Julius Weber. Froa his own knowlcd b e he discusses tho foroign worker 
quostion. Particularly he discussos medical euro which Professor Laut- 
onschlaegur gavo the foreign workers. 

The next document on page 10 brings us to the actual modictl ques¬ 
tions or tho Hoechst Plant. The Tribunal will romeobor that in tho ^ro¬ 
se cut ion's subcaission of ovidence the typhus medicinal drugs of the 
Hoechst Plants havo played a. decisive role. In this Document Humber 38, 
which is to receive Exhibit Nuabor 41, the beginning of tho clinical 
teotlng of the Hoechst medical drugs is shown. I beg your pardon. Your 
Honors. I have mado ft mistake. There is ono document to bo submitted 
before that. I apologize. Lautcnschlaugor Humber 38, will bocomo Ex¬ 
hibit 41 and this is a. copy of the Ministerial Gazette for tho Prussian 
Interior /xkainistration. It refers to the fact that in Gom r ny, ac¬ 
cording to legal provisions, medical drugs, b-forc their wholosalo ap¬ 
plication, oust bo tested on human beings in public hospitals. 

Then wo cooc to Lautcnschalcgor Document Number 39 on pago 12 which 
will bear Exhibit Number 42. What I s-“id before applies to that docu¬ 
ment. This document shows the beginning of tho clinical test of a nedi- 
cinal drug producod by tho Hoechst Plant. I an referring to tho typhus 
( * ru g 3582. This is c so-called oxposc. This lcaflot wrs handed for in¬ 
fo mat ion and observation to the persons tosting the preparation. It 
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contains a full description of tho coaposition ang structure of the pre¬ 
paration, of tho result of experiments on animals, diruotives for tho 
application to human beings, and experience gained in tho application 
on persons suifering from typhus and other diserses. Tho last page 
of this document contains a graphic chart showing the application of 
tho preparation on medical experiments on enin»ls. It shows thrt tho 
mortality of ndco infected with typhus which wore not troatod mounts 
to, 91i6 percent. In the c?so of nico troated with tho proprration 
3582, the mortality amounted to only 48 percent. Let no point out in 
particular that this leaflet starts with a very serious and important 
sentenco. I quotei "Choco-thcrapeutical remedies for gonuino typhus 
of any spocific officscy wo unknown up to now." The loaf let goes on 
to show in detail and vory conscientiously what teats have boon oado in 
the laboratory during oxporiaonta on animals, rod on page 16 it arrives 
at tho result, and I < : uotot "In viow of tho many chono-thcrapoutical 
experiments in connection with experimental typhus, which h»vo up to 


now nearly always prqvod^ 


nogative, this succoos Justifios * clinical 


experiment on the uso of tho preparation in the application of this 
drug and of this method have proven successful in casos of gonuino ty¬ 
phus." On pa go 21 I now turn to Lautonschlaogcr Document Nunbor 1,0 
irtiich will boar Exhibit Number (,3. Tho prosecution again and again has 
assortad thrt tho application of this medical drug was nevor justifiable. 


For that reason this ant* tho following docu^nts represent an oxcorpt 
from tho largo man of -xpcricnco and of reports 'nd experiments oado by 
the Hoochst plant at that time with respect to this preparation. This 
statement applies to Documents 40 up to and including 48. Tho inddx 
may bo of help in that connection because these aro rather technical 


?nd difficult reports. Theso arc reports by physicians who tested tho 
<inig3 — tho preparations — in their clinics. Theso aro experiences 
and evaluations, which wero made ft tho Hoochst Plant on the basis of 
reports by the practicing physicians. The first document. Number 40, 
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Exhibit 43 shows tosts by Professor Dr. Lohoann-Facius. 

On P'go 23 thore follows Docuoent .'Juaber 41 bearing Exhibit Wunber 
44. This is an ox^ricnce report b7 the cxraner Dr. Buergel. 

On pego 24 thore is Oscuotnt Nunbcr 4 2, Exhibit 45. This is a re¬ 
port by the testing physician. Dr. Hans Bruno Sautcr. 

On page 25, Document Nunbcr 43 inhibit 46 , there is a tost report 
by a Professor Dr. Holler, Vienna. 
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On page 38, Docunent #44, Exhibit 47, there ere also 
ronort6 by Professor Dr. Holler, v <enna. On p »£0 42, 

Document #45, Exhibit 48, there ere further experience 
reports by the testing physician, Professer Dr. Lehmann- 
Feclus, Frankfurt. 

At pa_e 45, ve have Document #46, Exhibit 49. This 
is testing physician ■Oborars?" Dr. Uichl, Hunich. 

- On pago 47 thero is Document #47, Exhibit 50* This is 
the testing physician Dr. Konnenoruch. 

On p'.o 48, Document 48, Exhibit 51, is a report by the 
tostlng Professor Syiia, Hallo. 

Oh p\,o 50 wo have Document *49 which is to bear Exhibit 

Exhibit #52. This is a scientific publication by the 

already mentioned Professor Dr. Holler of tho periodical 

"Kadizinlscho Kllnik" #17 of 1944. I shall u>to briefly from 

§ 

oage 50. Let mo stato flr?t of all that this oublloation was 
not only written by Frofessor Hollar out also by his assistant 
physician Professor Zajltschok. This publication plays a con¬ 
siderable pert and I shall revert to it lator. Here fgaln 
it is stated in tho first sentonco; "In tho pertinent 
literature, various remodles and methods havo boon commended 
as efficient in cases of typhus. Ho«ovor, none of them has 
been a'oio to assert itsolf as really successful." Pago 51, 
paragraph 5, states: "after a thorough ro-check, wo recommend 
tnl6 typhus thoreapy, developed by us succossfully as 
shown -'bovs, for general use, because we havo gained the 
Impression that we have now a remedy available - particularly 
in he shape of Uitroacrldin 3582 - by which we are able to 
overcoae even serious cases of tho disease, if it is applied 
in the proper way.■ 

On p*-”C 53 wc have a document #50. This Is to hpvo 
Exhibit #53. Professor Holler, Vienna, who is one of tho 
foremost researchers of typhus, has submitted an affidavit 
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. . * *'• 1 *. 

for the use of these proceedings. *he affidavit confirms 
everything which has been stated before with respect 
to the favorable experiences with drug 3582. Professor 
Holler attached five Scientific dlesentat*ons to hie affidavit 
THsse papers -ore not mimeographed by me. I hpvo confined 
myself, on pr-goa 55 and 56, to listing the titles as well 
as the authors and thereby bring then to the attention of 

• • T 

the Tribunal. All theso pap?rs are rather lengthy end com¬ 
plicated and I thought that it would suffice if I only 
listed the names of the titles. Naturally, end interested 
party can al- nys look up the various publications. At tho 
bottom of p.'vo 53. and on page 54- we find that this export 
scientist has studied the alnutis of the interrogation of tho 
examination of Professor Butenandt who appeared oofore this 
Tribunal on behalf of the dofandaat Hoerleln. He states that 
tho dofinitions of the terms wnich are subject to argument 
here, are arde oy him in the same way as Professor Butenandt 
did when testifying oeforo the Tribunal* I t ink that his 
statement is Important and oignlfleant not only because two 
scientists hold the same opinion, out also booauso I bollovo 
thpt theso strict definitions shall be helpful to us for tho 
further orooeod’.ngs In this case. 

On p ge 57 we have an affidavit of a Dr. aloys auor which 
is to be Lcutonschlaogbr Document #51 to bear Sxhiblt #54. 

TH2 P.1I3TD2JT: I believe wo got the re^erso of your 
numbers. It's Document 51 and hrs Exhibit 54, is that 
corroct? 

DH; PHI3ILLA: *08, that is correct. It Is on page 57. 
Whereas tho last mentioned documents scientific statements, 
scientific statements by testing experts who have already 
tested the preparation at tho ti:e, this affidavit Is a 
personal ststeaant drawn up as a result of a close personal 
observation of ?rofess»r Lautenschlaegof\ Dr. Auer Is tho 
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Chief Fhyslcian and Director of the Radical Clinic of the 
Kunlclpal Hospital Frankfurt/x'.ain - Hoechet. That, as it 
is known was ? rofessor Lautenschlaeger's residence with the 
dye stuffs plants. Therefore, there *«as a particularly clos3 
collaboration between these two :entleraen and Dr. *uar 
emphasizes that since having taken over the Kunlclpal 
Hospital in Hoeohst in 1924, until 1945, he was constantly 
collaborating with Professor Lautenschlaeger. Tho clinical 
tests of such-preprrM ions were starred .with particular care 
by Professor Lautenschlaeger and the Hoechet plant. 

DR. 3ZRNDT; Your Honor, may I state tho following natter 
to the Tribunal. Before the Corralselon-T the witness Dr. 
Ooldschnidt was to oe heard ysterday. It couldn't take 
piece because the witness had to *>e Interrogated yesterday 
afternoon. The nesting was postponed until 10;00 o'clock 
this morning. There is no other witness whon we could take 
before. *he natter could not be continued because *r. ilinskoff 
cpnr.ot appear before the Conalaslon?r, out has to oe hore. 

*fould you please decide what we are to do‘because this after¬ 
noon I, in turn, cannot appear before the Commissioner be¬ 
cause the Francolor case le to be heard before tills Tribunal. 

As far as I know, thl6 norning only documents will be 
presented. 

TK3 ? "SIDZi'T: We'll hear what *r. Htnskoff or counsel 
for the prosecution has to say about this dilemma. 

MR. 3?—CH1R: .**r. iijnskoff can go over. I think there's 
bean soma misunderstanding. 

TK2 PMSIDEHT; Explain that to Dr. 3amdt. Perhaps 
that will solve the problem. Ju6t a moment. Let's maka surs 
we have the problem solved before we proceed. We understand 
thft Mr. Kinskoff is available for your examination. Dr. 

Berndt. Docs that solve your problem now? 

DR. 3SR1-DT: Thank you very much. It does. 
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-HE ?338E>ai* : I visa all pro'oleas were 60 easily solved. 
Proceed, Dr. Pri'oill** 

DR. PRIBILLA; ^our nor.or, I shall now continue with 
the presentation of document #51, Exhibit 54. 

The ^hief Physician of the Koechst hospital who, naturally 
closely collaborated with the Koechst plant, reports here 
from nis experiences. Ke 8 ey6 what he Knows a'oout clinical 
testa, .of koechst drtfge.' He states that the Koechst olant and 
Professor Loutenschlaeger carried out the clinical tests 
of those preparations with particular care. At the oat com" ” 
of o*;>e 57 he says, and I quota: "The physician who 
conscientiously adhered to these directives could not harm 


his patients." On ps'0.58 he says, second paragraph; "In 
nore thfcn twonty y -ars of our mutual collaboration I have 
tested approximately 100 new preparations of Koochet. At 
not time was there any serious incident with ray patients in 
connection therewith. For the clinical tests the responsibil¬ 
ity lies sloely with the physician; he conscientiously selects 
the patients, according to indications, to whom the new pre¬ 
parations aro to be applied. In that connection, it is not 

customary to se«.ure the express consent of the patients to 
- • 

this, no natter what class they are treated in, for the 
physician's objective Judgment of the efficacy is often 
impaired by telling the patient of a preparation which is 
being tested. On the other hand, I have repeatedly called 
the patients' attention to the application of new prepara¬ 
tions without ever encountering any objections from them, 
especially "hen the pharmaceuticals to be tasted cane from 
well-Known Industrial laboratories, as, for instance, the I.G. 
Fproen Industry? 

"4. The oonpatn'oillty of a pharmaceutical compound differs 
Greatly individually. 8 

12796 






29 April 194S-i?-H=D-5-5-^30Rard (Ramler) 

Court VI, Case VI 

Dr. A u_r then goe6 on to cite a number of exarplss to 
show that oven In the case of the nost conscientioue 
application of tested drugs, a certain number of Interferences 
«lth the welWoelng of the patient can come abiut. He 
refers to drugs such as Strojhantlne. At the end of paragraph 
4 he states; "In spite of\jill this, no physician consolous 
of"his responsibility can forego any of the medicinal 
drugs to which I could still add a grert number - because 
the curative results far outweigh the drawbacks." 

Paragraph 5 : "These considerations also apply to the 
ttltroacrldlne preparation 3582. I personally have tasted tho. 
Balkanol preparation from tho “ltroecrldlne ssrias, and have 
never experienced a serious lncldnnt in this connection." 

T skip a sentence and continue; "I c$n confirm tho 
decision of thoso ohyelclans who tested the compound in the 
tro»tmont of typhus. As a result of tho caroful propAration 
In the laboratory it could not cause any danger to life, nor 
a serious impairment to h alth. Aside from a posslng indis¬ 
position, like headache, stomachache, disslnoss, vomiting, 
etc., triers as a greater prospect of tuning flown tho oourso 
of the disease, end even of a cure, which could only -nan - 
in view of the helplessness of therapeutics for typhus - 
a valuable gain for medical science and for the progross 
of the patients." 
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• • * 

On page 60, Dr. Auer reports on his personal ocporicnco with Pro- 
0 

fossor Lautcnschlaogcr, second scntcnco of paragraph 6: "Throughout all 
tho yoars of our collaboration I have known Professor Lautonschlaeger to 
bo a physician of tho highest character arid othics, to whoa healing ar*i 
hclphing meant life itself. I know fron ry own cxperionco in connection 
with the tost of non nodical preparations coning free Hoochst and through 
my ncoorous scientific discussions with hia that ho was exaggeratedly 
conscientious. It ms especially important for him to insure that no 
petiont was ondangorod in tho least through drug tests or through secondary 
rocctions. This attitudo became so natural that all his co-wcrkors and 
the axoninors who currently wortcod with hie, insisted on this very factor." 
On pego 62 wo bars Lautonachlaogor Docuoont #52, Exhibit 55. This 

f # • 

is an affidavit of Liodical Prof. Dr. Otto Schaumann, Innsbruck, Austria. 

Mr. Schaumann, from 1925 until 1945, ms tho hoad of tho Pharmacological 
laboratory of tho Hoochst plant. Ho is an Austrian end is row tho hoad of 

tho pharoacognostio institute of tho Innsbruck University. During tho 

0 

fimnty yoars of his activities. Professor ^-tonachlaogor was his Imme¬ 
diate superior. On pago 63 ho ttnkos sooo statements about tho tosting of 
Hoochst preparations: "A now preparation was only roloasod for clinioal 

0 q 

testing when, after thorough experiments on animals, it had boon ascertainod 
that no dangor could possibly j-riso in connection with application on hu¬ 
man boings. I do not recollect a single case in which a petiont evor suf¬ 
fered lasting physical ham in tho course of tho clinical tosting. It was 
a mattor of principlo to solcct only thoso preparations for clinical tost¬ 
ing which precised to furnish an advantage in tho interest of tho patients 
vthich had not boon obtainod yet in tho past." 

Professor Schaumann then gives us two examples which tond to show tho 
particular conscientiousness of Professor Lautenschlaogori Particularly 
interesting is tho matter treated at tho bottco of pago 64 about which Pro- 


12798 







fossor Schaumann reports os follow; "The following inaidont may perhaps 

bo osocially opt to chnracterizc Professor Imutcnschlaogor* s humano wry 

# 

of thinking. At the end of tho war, tho Luftwaffe nado to hi* a sugges¬ 
tion to dovolop or to suggest o preparation bblo to incroaso tho will 
of tho pilots to fight by eliminating mental inhibitions. During a dis- 
cussion how ono oould host keep out of it. Professor Jautonaohlaogor , 
said that in his opinion it would bo absolutely ttoctdirMo to refe a man 

of his froo will in such a manner." 

This concludes Book m. 1 shall now subsit a document from Book V 
which arrivod at a lator dato dnd bolongs to‘tho sano s\>bJoct matter. 

This is Docuoont 69 ^ihich is to boar Exhibit 056. r t is on affidavit by 
Professor Dr. Hermann Inhaann-Facius. Tho Tribunal will perhaps remombor 
that during tho presentation of ovidcnco by tho Prosecution tho so-callod 
compatibility tosts in insane asylums played a considerable port. ?ro ~ 
fossor Lohnann-Faciuo was in Prankfurt/t!aiii tihoro ho was chief physician 
and locturor at tho university thoro. «o says on pago 1 of his affidavit: 
"Tho univorsity psychiatric clinic in Prankfurt/Uain, in tho same way 
as other clinics, collaborated with tho Farbon Hoochst plant from a scionr 
tific point of view because they were the most recognized producer of 
medical drugs. This collaboration came into effect in such a my that 
____< .* Mxr. AAnl ncdical drugs which had not yet been circu- 
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tested rt length in miar.l experiments. It had already boon clinically 

applied on human boinss end had then been recognized os being harraloss. 

In addition, there wore self-experiments by tho producers thcmsolvos.As 

• 

a result of theso prerequisites, any ham to tho health of tho pationts 

on whom this drug was applied, ana out of tho question from tho start. 

vfo never had any incidents, apart from insignificant sido symptoms like 
# * 

dizzinoas, vomiting, etc." 

At tho ond of his affidavit ho soyas "Tho application of tho Nitro- 
acridino Preparation 3582 on our patients cannot bo oonsidorod as an ax- 
poriment, but xr.thor it was a clinical tost of a drug which had already 
boon recognized as being hornless with rospoct to its compatibility and 
curative voluo." 

a 

Your Honor, this brings us to tho ond of Books III and IV. 

• m • 

THE PRESIDENT: TTould you prefer to hr.vo your roocss, Itoctor, boforo 
you start on tho other book? 

DR. PRIBDIA: Yes, 

• • 

THE PRSSIDENRs 'fo'U riso, gentlcaon, for our morning rocoss. 

(A rocoss was taken.) 
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uk. counsel ror defendant Kuglcr): Hr. President, I take 
tho liberty of making 2 suggestion which I bolievo will sorvo to aepodito 

0 m 

mtters. I cak that qjr clioitt. Dr. Kugler, bo excused for tho rest of tho 

• 0 

coming scaaion so that ho. con talk with me about tho documents, so that 
whon my colleague, Dr. Pribilln, is finished with hia case wo may conduct 
tho redirect examination. I bolievo that wo could go outside with n guard 
for this conversation. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory wall; wo havo your room hero and you may have its 
uso to confor with your client. That will bo satisfactory, and your cliont 
is now excused, 

DR. HENZE: Thank you, 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho dofondant Ilgnor may attend tho CoantLssionor's 

hoaring at ono-thirty this aftomoon, ?f ho wiahos. 

# 

You my continuo, Dr, Pribilla. 

# 

DR. PRIHILL'. (Counsol for dofondant Lnutonschlaogor) t Mr. Prosidont, 

* 

ritor concluding Books 3 end 5, I now turn to Book IV. This book doala 
with tho contact which tho Hoochst j lant, and therewith tho defendant 

4 • 

Icutonachlaogor, had with tho agoncios and tho mn whoso criaos aro known. 

I # 

In contrast to the version given by tho Prosecution, tho Dofonoa must show 

# 

that there was no agreement or approval by tho Karbon non, and specifically 
Profossor lnutonschlaogor. 

# # 4 

Tho first document, on pngo 1, is Lautonschlaogor Document 53, Exhi- 

/ 

bit 57. This is an affidavit of Dr. (Mod.) Alaxnndor von Engolhardt, who 

TOrkod for o long time at tho Behring ’Terko; free 1929 on ho worked for 

Bay or in Iovorkuson. Ho had to mediate between tho plants and tho clinics 

regarding now drugs. *n the affidavit ho shows how naturally tho contact 

with Dr. Urugowsky arose. Tho relations had existed for a long time. Ho 

0 

spooks specifically about a p rosccution affidavit which is nentionod, ao 

0 0 

well as what impression ho had of Urugowsky. He says, under No. 2, at tho 
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i 


end: "Scientific judgoent on Dr. Hrugowsly'a nothods boing positive, thoro 

\iza no objections to let hie also test tto typhus vaccines," 

Dr. von Engolhardt in tho next paragraph spooks about the contact 

0 

vdth Hoochst, and says: "On tho occasion of one of ay visits to him, Dr. 

0 

iirugewsky asked no if wj had a good therapeutic roccdy against typhus, 
to which I replied that the Hoochst people night have soaothir^ of tho 
kind." 

I onittod one sontcnco in betwaon. Ho said that tho typhus sorun 
hM apparently not boon sufficiently offoctivo up to that time. 

Then Dr. von Engolhardt reported to Hoochst, and Hoochst sont tho 

0 * • 

latost drugs to Lirugoreky. 

On page 3 thoro follows a very thorough affidavit by Dr. Mrugossky. 
This is Inutonschlaogor Dacuaont.54 **ich has already boon offorod for 
identification as adiibit No. 5. I now off or it in ovidonco undor this 
numbor. I received this affidavit at tho end of tho Medical case free 
llrugowsty and it deals with all possible quostions in connoction with 
those problems. I shall quote only a fow brief coccorpta. Tho statement 

0 

is ospociolly interesting bccauso llrugowsky was tho aiporior of Dr. Ding, 
and tho highost doctor in tho SS in tho fiold of hygiene. From 1939 until 
the collapso he »cs tho hoed of tho Hygiono Bacteriological Rosoarch Contor 
of tho SS Office, md from 1941 on ho was in chargo of tho Hygiono Insti- 

0 • 

tube of tho Waffon SS, which dovclopod fren the other agency. Ho was also 
hygiene advisor in tho Taffui SS Uodlcal Office and Hygiono Advisor on 
tho Staff of tho Reich Physician SS and Police. 

On page 4 llrugowsky states, in the hhird paragraph: “I on not ownro 
that at any tine ordors woro issued to a caap ebetor or that suggestions 
wore cade by members of I.G. or Behring w^rkc concerning tho tests with 
remedies and vaccinos which woro carried out in tho Buchommld and liau- 

0 

thausen concentration camps, or that ary one of then evor participated cc~ 
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tively In such oxpcriconts with artificially infected persons or oxorcisod 
rny influence on such experiments. I also do not know of tho proscnco in 
concentration camps of reprefeentatives of these manufacturing films. At 
no conference between cysolf and such ropresontativos was there any mention 
of artificial infection experiments on hunnn beings. Professor Lautcnschlao- 
gor was not know* to oo prior, to ry detention in Numberg prison. Porsonol 
relations between us novor existed. In particular, no connection whatevor 
existed regarding qny experiments on human beings. I considor it impos¬ 
sible that 1.0. or Behring Worko wore informed about mattors rolating 
to concentration casps boccusc those wore kept ext ready socrot." 

0 

Thon iirugowskj* doscribos very carefully the organisation undor him, 
especially undor "B," tho subordination-of tho phusicirns working in 
concentration cafips. Ho doscribos a conference with Dr. Tobor which doalt 
»dth cooplotoly normal nodical affairs. 

On tho top of page 8 ho says: "In tho sprij* of 1943 — I do not 
recall tho oxact dato — I recoivcd Compound 3582 in granulated fora and 
Inter had this compound administered to typhus petionts in tho contcgious 
wards of tho SS hospitals at Borlin, Praguo and Cracow." 

* 0 00 

On pago 9 of tho book, at tho bottom, undor Ho, 4, ho doscribos a 

m 0 

mooting with Dr. Doonitz and Dr. von Engolhardt, and ho says: 

"After tho boginning of tho Russian campaign, tho Roich Ministry 
for tho Occupiod Torritorios was established, in lihich I workod os a 

• 

consulting hygiene export..In this capacity I reportod tho largo require¬ 
ment of typhus vaccino for uso among tho Gorman officials and eoployoos 

• 0 

of tho Bohring Tforko working in the occupied regions. As I recall, it 
amounted to approximately 20,000 units." 
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29 April-M-J?-9-l-3ratzel (Int* tod Schon) 

Court VI Case VI 

The Tribunal haa no doubt noticed that Hrugovsky speaks of all 
nueetions. Here he 1* speaking of the vaccine of the 3ehringverke nantion- 
od before. Under Ho. 5 he speaks about the Gildaaeister tests also 
connected with Behringverke vaccine.- his statement is especially inte¬ 
resting because the high SS doctor who was inforned about everything is 
describing oattere froo the other side, so to speck. 

He speaks under Ho, 6 about the origin of the Ding exnerinente, and 

at the end of his affidavit, on page 22 of the book, ©age 20 of the 

affidavit, he says once nore expressly how sedret all these axoerioents 

were kept, and that he could not imagine that Ferben or the Behringverke 

learned anything about it. . He seys, "By virtue of ny thorough knowledge 

of the organizational structure of the sedieal service of the SS and 

* 

the Channel of cocaand, I consider it ccapletely impossible that any 
influence would have been possible from this sido." On page 24 there 
follows docunont Loutenschleger 55, Ejdilbit Ho. 50. ^hls is a telegram 
of Dr. Ding, Hygiene Institute of the Veffen-SS, whore he reouests quite 
naturally from Hoechst the oecorondn on Hitroacridino; he olso asks for 
a telephone call. Subsequently Hoechst sent quite a nuaber of preparat¬ 
ions both to this Dr. Ding and to Dr. Hoven. 

The next two documents are the file index cords kept nt the Hoechst 

plant about these two doctors. The people in tho Hoochst plant wero 

scientists and were very careful, and they ke*>t a wry accurate record of 

every letter and every telephone call. I shall offer these two documents, 

• 

- on page 25, Lautenschlaeger Document 56 as Exhibit 59, and on page 27, 
tho document 57 as Exhibit 60. These two index cards are the cost 
iaportant documents for ny case. One oust compare these two cards with 
the fact that on the 13th of April, 1943, I*. Ding viiitec Hoechst. The 
Tribunal will raaecber that the defense contention is that froo this 
tine on, relations between Dir« and Hocehst were broken off at the 
instigation of the defendant Lautenschleger. If one looks at the file 
index card of Dr. Ding, this visit is entered as of 13 April 1943, Before 
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that, ona seas deliveries of the preparation. Afterwards, and that is 
the desivo fact in this trial, ona sees nothing -further. Polite fornalities 


On the 15th of June a photostat vas sent. On the first of Juno there 


la a notation “Dr. Weber 


answer to the reouest for inforeation as to whether the tine given 
vas Bui table. Later I shall present the statement of Dr. Weber that 
this conference never took place. On the 11th of July, 1944, a year 
and a quarter after Dr. Ding's visit, a letter arrives frco Dr. Ding. 

The Prosecution has subuitted this letter; It Is Docuoent Ko. HI 9747, 
Prosecution Exhibit 1684, Mr. Ding reports to Hoeohst because the 
paper of Professor Boiler and Ik. Zajitschek had been published in 
a scientific publication which I offered this corning. ThAt is tho 
docuuont that I offered this corning. One can see that Dr. Ding is 
quite angry about that. He say* on page 3 of his letter: "Unf ortunntoly, 
since our last aeeting, I have heard nothing core froo you in this 
natter;" The rest of the contents of the letter show that Dr. Ding 
believes because of the publication of Holler and Zajitschak that ho can 
publish, and Koechst answers this question on the 13th of July with a 
letter which Is Exhibit 1686 of the Prosecution. The publication of Dr. 
Ding's paper ie discussed, but the fact remains that fron the tine of 
his visit on. Dr, Ding received no cor# preparations ikon Hoeohst. . 

If wo look at the preceding docunent,• Paragraph this is index card 


On the 256h of April, Citrat 
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29 Apr i l-*i4-JP-9-3-3rat * el (Int. von Schon) 

Court VI Case 71 

» . * 

offlea supplies, upon reouest of Dr.'Dio* five kilograms of Chromosal B 
for the tanning of soaa hides; again the saoa thing for tanning hides, 
but no Foechst drugs and no preparations to ha tasted. 

Than follows on page 29, Document 58, which Is to becone Exhibit'61. 
This Is an affidavit of Dr. Julius Vebor. This Dr. Julius Weber Is, of 
course, the cost important ‘fitness for the Eoeohst question, and I intend 
to exanine hin. I do not know whether it trill be possible to arrange 
the trio as planned, but I believe it would be better to offer this 
affidavit so that the judge and the gentlenen who carry out the oxaninatloa 
will have tone basis for it. The examination will deal prlnarily with 
the questions discussed here. He, Weber is a doctor and chenlst. Fron 
1927 until 1946 he worked in the Hoechst dye-stuffs plant, and fron 1929 
on he vno head of the ohenleal pharmaceutical and sero-bacterlologicnl 
department. Dr. Weber was the ran who had to establish contact with the 
doctors and clinics perforaing the tests and is, therefore, the declslvo 
witness for these questions. 

MR. SPSL.CHER: Mr. President, in resoect to the affidavit Just 
introduced, vo have no present objection, but since the affiant io a 
fugitive fron both Allied and Oeraan Justice, and since we therefore have 
never been able to Interrogate this non, who very cloarly has relovnnt 
information,.if wo can not arrange the Investigation ns has boon plannod 
in Switzerland, then we will ask leave to strike this affidovit becouso 
wo think It would be ouch aore dangerous than the introduction of 
affidavits of deceased affiants given the admitted circumstances. 

DR. PP.IBILLA: Mr. President, nay I answer that? I would like to 
Object to these statements that the witness is a fugitive. As for as I 
know he is abroad and has heart trouble and he f^arsiSwhether rightly 
or wrongly, that meeting the Prosecution would bring about excitonent 
which night do barn to his health, but his lawyer has»lnforned Judgo 
Crawford through =e that he is ready at any tine to be examined abroad. 
Therefore, I ask that the affidavit bo admitted, especially because Dr. 
Weber is for ae the key witness for ny whole case. 
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29 £oril-M-J?-9-4~3retzel (Int. voa Scfcoa) 

Court VI Casa VI 

TKS PB2SUEST: Gentlecen, not withstanding the wy high regard 
that the Tribunal has for the reputation for truth and.veracity that both 
of ym enjoy, we yet do not knew officially or as a natter of evidence 
that thia witness is either a fugitive frou Justice, or that he suffers 
fj*30 heart disease. In other words, those are not natters of record. 

You gentlenen are not tsstifyiag. If yai later want to nalce sods shewing 
about the situation, we will neet that then. Under the situation as 
it erists there is nothing for us to do but to adnit this affidavit 
in evidence now. If sooething arises that requires us to consider the 
oroblec as to \fcat shall subseouently be done with it, we will cross 
that bridge when wo get to it. Ve do know ty coincidence of nones that 
this is the witness that Judge Crawford is supoosed to exanine in Basel 
one of these days, so there is nothing for us to do exceot to adnit 
the affidavit to be introduced in evidence, but of course, under the 
praotico that wo have followed all the way along, that is without 
prejudice to the right of the prosecution to aeke whatever notion with 
reference to it they deen ©roper at the prooar tine. 
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29 Apr U6-IO-1-: Jl (von Schoa) 

X. FSZZTiW: Bvx: I offer t!ixs affidavit aa Hxuibit 61. In view 

of th- f-ct that t'.’.o cJAmbs will probably* be or. r f'uc, I do not -.•ant 

to qcote too awn fra. th. affidavit, but _/r. fab. r is the n?.n nost 

foaili'x with tio fsots, and jives a v_xy eubtTa presentation of the 

rhole contact with -r. .hlng. li: says —. 

If.. S?. J3.IT’.: :r, Lh'-sidvnt, I - ant to ohj-ot to th- utilization 

of any parts of this affidavit un-'-r th- outstep*. :v; circu .stnnc.s. 

— _ . _• ? —-- —• - — 

TIB TKfilfl.'V: C-O-tL-.i-n, at aro concerned about not cccpllooting 

a 30 uj-*.. 1; .t ca:p.\ioatod situation b-yo-d what is "cTsoary. The Tribunal 

on its or. -vtift: 1 U rvlo that-it "411 not .oar ay urolinitioa of tiiis 

effidavit, iiiibit 6?., at this Mao for this r.tson, that if the int-rr- 

o^ation or the unr:citation of tils witness ic os; ‘voted bl' the comaissioner, 

end th-re is cross acr.fjwtion, then tier- wl'f. be no occasion for tho ' 

uao of this docivjRt. .\ the other hand, ..f ;* nt .. -3 :vt occur, then 

tro shall heve to d-jt.r_i.nc rhotlxcr the .'er*.e.:t will rai-ia in -vid.nou, 

end if it is ultiunt.:- ic .vide.ice « ahnl* aosrrf. you, 3r. PribllL-., an 

opportunity to state t o ca.t.nts of it in hi: -.itl: the policy that tro 

have follow..;. Uurctofare, end vt can sav. that t'_ e for the tircc boir.j, 

at least. Is tlvat ontisfretrr.*? 

Of.. TX:i7LLx Thant :*ou. i*. ftr-ciCt -t, shall tiwn not puoto 

free tJda affidavit. 2 c\ j 11 turn to the *. ern-nt hidi is on paje 

50, Docvsn-nt ::o, _nd ISaiibit ho. 62. 7. x r on affidavit of Dr. 

^ . 

Rudolf rasc^aa:-or. bass^cir is c :ec*. r an*, a phnr, ecologist, 

oad si. ce lfe7 he .ana at tie fo-cist plant. iVo . ir3« on he wr.o he./, of 

tin Clv-ro-th-rr«o*tiocl laboratory. As cvc.i h_ .-a tie um ill cliaryw 

of rorJ: on hrpavs. hie ho. 3 djscr.b s th- .h.sc'v-ry nod d-velo;n.e::t 

of tin drug .f.trcaorifine, Vnd-r _o. n h- s tl*. -.hiectiv_n.se 

of nitroacridino c. af. at rySxvs in an*, if. t-str. bn _r ho. 5 tlw. first 

t.sts of nitro-rar.b'i - /-ep ratirn 3- >2 c try ,."r n..ti«ato in clinics 

for coepatability a*.'. -ctiv-n-es. U/wr : . 5i describ.s t:_ first 

lnforaat-.cn a. t.cto c rried o-.t by A*, -inc. 3^ sn s ‘Tn- uer*c of 

b.eLnning t.. ciii..al. tests :r-n th_ r_spo si'eiV.i^- f r. eeber. *Swn 

his u-aorswld ~-titled, « iscussion ritl: _t-. . < il ?727, 
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29 Apr U3-10-2- K'-C-Itatssl (von Schon) 


I dill not tala iaa least objection to 


I understood this to mean that on the third dry a^-r tho ap.xjarance or tho 


specific synpta is of tho disease the treatment oft j typhus patients was 


b-gun 


Under ilo. 7 !w describes the visit of .Dr. •jgng to Hoochst. 'On tho 
liith of April 19U3 Dr. Ding accompanied by Dr. Job#r visited ac in «y “7. 


laboratory." then tells what was shwm to ‘Jr. 'Ang * 0 * Farb-n, but says 
in Paragraph 2 s Subsequently Dr. ffeb-r and I aoco:nruuod Dr. Ding to 


Professor tftUtanochlncc°r, :/hwro Dr. Ding discussed caso records 'iith 
temporature curves of typhus patients \f>\ o, according to his statements, 
tie re b-ing treated partly tilth rvitro acridine ireperations. He did net 
oven once hand us its case records for a cursor;* examination. Ho pointed 


out that tho ternoraturo curves showed no d-finito drop in tho temperature 


in the ease of patients troated tilth the nitro acridine preparations. Bus 
vos contrary to tho cous-picuously successful results of tho treatments at 


tho Frankfurt Clinic. In the discussions Dr. -6ac 3*vu ouddlod replies 


The impression I received of him tins not that of a scientist uho was to 

be taken serious??, '/.to discussion did not reveal, howevur, that Dr. 

Ding had carried out tho tests in on unscientific end ox' roaely unuthioal 

tnnnor, as Dr. £oc,an node bnccci lat^r in iiio boob, "Tho SS-Stato." Sinoo 

• 

die method of inf cotins a human being, as stated in tils book, differed 
so conplotcly fra: tho natural way of infection '•%- rickottsia-carrying 
lieu, such a method of conducting oxporic^ats never occurred to wo as 
a scientist, uhon Dr. Ding asked whether wo had an:' typhus preparations. 


Professor Lautcnschlac,or said that Uj had not. 'fie discussion was torniaatet. 


rather abruptly-. It lasted perhaps 10 ninutes. D-ioro his departure. Dr 
Ding asked whathor we could let him have any more typhus preparations for 
testing. Professor Lcutoaschlnogar refused w—s request and pointed out 
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29 Apr JjG-10-3-;H- J-Dratsul (von Schen) 

• # 

justified, over. ..'Ata to- preparations that iv*>* alroaiy been supplied. In 
asked hi;e not to :;a!cc any aorc t*sts with thorn pro-jar ntions." 

Dr. fuss:.ao:ir;er infer i!o. 3 stntoo in detail what effect the infori*- 
atioh of Jr. f-c fca*' xi thx. further testing of the preparation. Ho says 
that the initiative ir. thia fiold of activity- after this visit was v-ry ■ 
restricted Vox* tiv-i:. to s irs that all in ortor to prove that Dine iw-B 
considered u:scAeutAfAo and unreliable, but :.t.s r..t co.»sidox\.d a criminal. 

I * 

The scientist iYesgaonger says, in the aidulo e£ lm\ 8. • 

"If r. had rcoa^&sod at that tiao -..-hat l^y.t’o.cr5l» n baat nabto 
*i-t;.o<l3 Jr. Jv\\ had boon using, wo would not av_ put any stock by the 
results he obtained." 

Itadur i.o. st t!u ■ _-.uag«,r of typhus drug* hr. '/uss&soingor, again 

sa:'a that Ibochot u.vox- '...arnsxl of Ding's r-p.'rtc, a.:d under llo. 12, he 

points aot t2u*.t aver, today 35C2 is favorably judged not only toy Geruan 

but by toerlcaa av.tlv.rdtios. Ill attach.# to .c affidavit a litter frsr. . 

tlio Ar«y iLdioal Center to.t.d I* January l^. 

On pego e?. thex*- follow an *3W~rpt first.*. recto,xcchlaog-r Docu*»r.t 

2ii, idiich has alive ;• been \ntro.uc«xl as &d:ihAt .. I offered tlie on?” 

part which dealt '..‘1th t’.io 3ohrin<£7.jrfco vacci.:co at to- tLse, and now, in 

connection with tooohst a>c\ t*e iv-dicinal dxvga off-r the part Jhich 

refers to Hoechst. ihAc is an affidavit of .-Yofesnar Dr. 31-ling, fox-aorly 

• 

and nor; working fox* tZu itohrlafweurke. During too war he -as a high 
TTehnuaclxt physician, llo says u-ul_r !?o. 6, T/hereas I sp-c\iali»e in too 
preparation of vac oAre a, that is prophylactics ejr±.iat virus infectious, 
as a consultant or. It;-^Aon. and in vie” of tw etoor-: _ly frequent i xcideaoo 
of typhus oi: t’.io tostox-a front, £•naturally had t occupy ^ys^lf irith too 
state of research ox curative pr*.pai*atians for *g-.S«js. A drug of radical 
effectivoivcss af.ainot the dreadful epidemic irfoi'tonatoly had not yet 
b—a found." in hAs capacity as a T.'.ir. acht A. o', or h. then heard at Kooohst 
of nitoracridino propers idauu, and sa;-s on page 2 of liis affidavit: 
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In his capacity as e ifohraecht doctor he then hoard in Hoechst of tho 
nitroccridino preparations ~nd scys on o ;ge 2 of his affidavit: "I 
oyaolf subsequently hrd nitroacridinc preparations used on soldiers in 
tho East who suffered from fivo-dry fever". Ho used nitroacridino in 
the case of typhus on tho son of a family who were friends of his. 

On page 3 ho tells that U a Wchroacht doctor he h r pponed to hear 
of tho unfavorable results of Dr. Ding. Ho states oxprossly: 

"Dr. ‘Ding did not prosont to ao any documents, tcnpcr.'turo charts 
or tho like. .Iso in the further course of tho war no documents on 
tho use of nitroacridino preparations by Dr. Ding have cooo to ay no- 
tico. The absence of euros of which Dr. Ding had told nc did surprise 
no in viow of ray own oxporloncos and tho favorable experimental ro- 
sults obtained‘by Professor Haller*. 


Profossor biding c r ya, under 7: 


"Tho Prosecution, as well as tho Dofunco, have askvd no why, aftor 
ny nogrtivo opinion o' Dr. Ding, which I forn-d in 1912, I did not bo- 
coma suspicious of hiu whon wo not in 1943 ''nd warn tho Hoochst works 
against hie". 

Rogerding this I oust say, thrt vaccino uxaninations and drug ex¬ 
aminations are totally different thirds. While tho vrecino is to £ro- 
tect_pg/-in3t_a_futurc infections^ drugs a ro neant to_curc ihoso alrordy 
discasod^ This entirely different wy of putting tho question nocos- 
sitrtes also quite a different procedure in testing. In viow of the 
large number of persons affected with typhus, who at that tino woro 
lying everywhere in army hospitrls in Germany, it_was_quito_absurt,_to 
got the idsa_thftt Dr_. Ding could have £rodueed.artificial infoction in_ 
order to_subscjucntly. tost_tho_c ur £t i vc offoct_rnd_cw^Ptibility_of 
chcnicrl_thorP-£outica. 

Since 1919 I h^vo heard of many clinical tests of new drugs, made 
by Farben md other firms, but never wrs this_do.no on human beings de- 
liborately_infccted for tho ^rpo3e._ Never h--vc_I_evcr heard of_cvo» 
only_aJJrogosal to_fLr£t_-*rtificiEll2 cause a disease in_pcrsons_on 
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COURT VI, C'-SS VI 

whom a drug was to be tested subsequently. Such a procedure vould havo 

a " • 

to bo condemned not only for ethical but also for factual reasons. The 
results that one could attain in the treatment of such an artificial 
infection, would in no wry bo as convincing as observations of tho af¬ 
fects of tho preparation conditions of a natural infection. Precise¬ 
ly to no as a specialist a suspicion of this kind would nover suggoat 
itself. 

I add that today, knowing Dr. Ding's out hod froa the book by Dr. 
Kogen and from prosecution documents. I, as e specialist, can easily 
understand why he nevor found the .uao of t ho prooerations offoctivo in 
any way. This was inherent in the utter sonsolossness of his method." 
On prgo 66 there follows Document 60, :* Exhibit No. 63, an affidavit 
of Dr. U-x Bockrsjehl, who sooske about the way and tho conscientious¬ 
ness with wldch a preparation was hrndlod before it was given out for 
testing. 

Under No. U, ho also oantions the visit of Dr. Ding and says: 

''Dr. Wober inforood mo that he and Profossor Lautcnachlaogor bo- 
crow suspicious on account of the discussion with Dr. Ding concerning 
tho results of his oxporiaonts with our preparation 3582. I ronenbor 
that doubts aroso regarding tho dopendrblo, unimpeachable testing Dro- 
ccdurc on tho part of Dr. Ding. But I could never assort that it was 
understood in Hoochst that the typhus eases experimentally troated by 
Dr. Ding with our preparation wore originally ho»lthy concentration 
camp inmates whom hx, had artificially infocted for tho purpose of ex¬ 
perimenting with tho preparation". 

There follows on page 71, Docuaont 61, Exhibit No. 6U, am affi¬ 
davit of Erich Jock, who wps the assist.'nt and co-worker of Dr. Juliu3 
*«obor. Ho deals with some individual questions. In his affidavit, 
under No, 6 he explains tho fret th.'t all exposes on proonrations to bo 
tested were narked, "confidential," or "secret". Ho a'ya that the ron- 
son is that the oenufacturcro of pharmaceutical spocialtics ere endeav¬ 
oring to treat dovolopocntal projects relating to new compounds. 
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| 

secretly and confidentially wherever possible, to prevent-ca-apatitors 
from obtaining informtion about then. In Addition, tho patont condi¬ 
tions aru for the oast part still unclarificd in the cesa of new chem¬ 
ical compounds, pnd applications in other countries can only bo made on 
e largor scale »tnen special offoctivcnosr has boon established in clin¬ 
ical experiments". 

I offer this es counter proof to the contention of the Prosecution 
thpt "confidential" indicates tho matter »ps criminal. 

On Page 75, Document 62, Exhibit No. 65 pro occorpts fron the book 
so ofton mentioned hero, the "SS-StPto" by Eugen Kogon,-Thu oxcorpts 
which dual vtth Frrbon, in tho fom in which F.-rben wps nontionod in 1946 
in tho first odition, but on pago 2, in tho form in which it was men¬ 
tioned in the 2nd Edition' in 1947. The author of tho book wps tho clork 
of Dr. Ding-Schulor in tho Concontrrtion Crap Buchonwrld. 

In tho m.cond edition of his book he says th't 1/tor Dr. '.isber and 
rr. Fussgpongcr oxplainod to hia that Hocchst had thought that Dr, Ding 
was using the nitroacridino to trw^t soldiers in SS hospitals ’-hp h»d 

• • i 

typhus. 

On page 76 at the bottom of the page he writes: "•.l'.on thoy," ~ 
thAt is the Prrbun non, “had to recogniso from suspicious evidonco that 
tho experiments took piano at tho Buchcnnald Concentration Camp, thoy 
severed relations with tho approvrl of their superior, Professor Lauten- 
schlrogor. I ern confirm tho truth of this last assertion fron ay work 
with Dr. Ding-Schulcr"• 

On page 78 you will find Docunent 63, Exhibit No. 66, another af¬ 
fidavit of Professor Dr. Bioling. Ko speaks hero as an expert on ono 
specific question r'-ised by a Prosecution document. The docuaont is 
cited ho re, and his statement spcaJcs for itself. 

<>t tho end of Book 13 there follows Docunent 64 on page SO, Ex¬ 
hibit No. 67; page 81, Docuaont 65, Exhibit IJo. bS. lfcosc letters arc 
to show th-'t aftor tho wax preparation 3562 was asked for by patients 

who were treated with it by Dr. Vetter in the liauthauscn Concentration 
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C?cp. 

On page 62, Document 66, Exhibit 69, is a docunent to show that 
even tod'y, Btlkanol is still in deornd.' 

Ur. President, this concludes the prosentrtion of documents for 

9 Ts 

the dofondrnt. Professor Lrutenschlacger. 

TK2 PRESIDENT: >ih«t ’bout Document 66, the l«st document in the 

book? 

DR. PRIEILLA: It is to bo Exhibit 69. 

THB PRESIDENT: Does th-1 conclude your presentation, Dr. Pribilla? 
DR. PRIBILL'.: Tho only question which is still open, Ur. President 
is thrt of tho witness Julius Uebcr, ay basic witness. 

THE PRESIDEfT: \to understand thrt situation. 

DR. ROSP..TT: The Court has dccidod thrt if a dofondant is not 
callod to tho stand his affidavit will not bo allowed to prejudice tho 
case against the othor defendants. The Court hrs ruled thrt rftsr tho 
presentation of a cm of a particular dwfondrnt, a spocific applica¬ 
tion has to be ettdo. Since the <Vfcndrnt, Professor Lautcnschlaoger was 
not cr Hod to tho stand by his counsel, I ask in tho nr do of the other 
Defenso Counsel thrt tho affidavit of Professor Lautonschlacgor not bo 
allowed to prejudice the case of tho otherdefondants. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Rospatt, ycxir notion is in order, in harmony 
with tha ruling of tho Tribunal, but 1 think that we could poihaps havo 
c little more orderly proceduro if you do not mini. At the conclusion 
of tho cvidenco we should liko to havo one notion on botalf of all of 
tho Dofonso counsel who wish to Join in it. That w>uld precludo us 
overlooking anything, or cny concision on tho record. We shall permit 
you to mnko ycur separate end individual notion then, if there are no 
othor similar motions but porhepo at ooe tine wo can call the mattor up 
and disposo of the entiro subjoct in ono order, if that is agreeable to 
you. 

DR. ROSPATT: Very well. 

0 

DR. von KRAPFT for tho Defendant Xuglor: With your poraiasion, 

Ur. Prd si don t, I should now liko to continuo tho ox«aimtion of tho 

• • . 

doforrinnt Kuglor, about tho docunonta offerod by tho ?r<Mocution. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

. DR« von KRAFFT: I ask that tho defendant Kuglcr be called to tho 
stand. . 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho dofondant Kuglor nay toko tho witness stand 
for ro-diroct examination. 

RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION - Rosunod 
DR. HANS KUGLER 

BT DR. von KRAFFT: 

Q Ur. Kuglcr, do you havo Document NI- 15228, Exhibit 2142, 
which Ur. Nowon pit to you during cross examination yesterday? 

A Tcs. 

. Q Pica so look at the first paragraph, especially tho jxssago 
reading: "It is quito obvious that our tactical position toward tho 
French is by far stronger if the first fundamental discussion tokos place 
in Germany, end more particularly, at the site of the Amistico Delegation 

t * * • 4 

and if our progran, as outlined, will bo presented, so to speck from 
official quarters." 
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29 Aorfl-iS-JI—12-2-Stowart (lnt>. von Schon-Reslcr) 
Cour* VI Case VI 


If I understand the cross examination correctly yesterday, tha 
Prosecution sees in this letter which you sipied, a contradiction to jour 
testimony. Would you please concent on this? 

A In the paragraph preceding tto letter to Dr. Kramer, - and 

• 

this paragraph is not contained in the document submitted by the Prosecution. 
Q But you have seen the original, and read the full toxt? 

A Yes. In this preceding paragraph, mention is made that tho 

• 

official quartors have provided that from tho French side, a member of 
tho French Amiatico Delegation, is also to be proaont. This was a new 
situation, as far as Fnrbon was concerned. I bcliovo that I am correct 
in intorproting the considerations at the tioo as follows. Farbon 
foe rod tbet tho perity, with respect to both pjvcmiaonts, would not bo 
obsorved if tho Goman sido sent only oxccutivo agencies to participato 

• • 0 

in tho conference, namely tho offico of tho Military Ccoraondor in Paris, 
whorop.s on tho Fronch sido, thoro would bo an official roprosontativo 

• 

of tho \&chy 03voj-naent who was also a member of the Amistico Dologation. 

0 

Considorlng theso aspects, according to my rocolloction and in my opinion, 
tho first paragraph of tho document submitted, should be road and 
understood. 

After the 6th of ^ovcohor, 19A0, - that is tho da to of this 

• # 

lottor addressed to Kramer, the dispute botwoon Wiesbaden and Berlin, 
as to jurisdiction actually started. Ke considorod that this dispute 

• 0 

was extremely unploasant and awkward because, es it is later indicated, 
wo wore tho objoct of dispute. F\irthoraoro, after the Weisbaden 
Conference, on the 21 st, thich was tho official conference in tho 
prcsonco of the C^vemaerfc representatives, the negotiations wore 

carried on in on atmosphere and tone thich did not seem to bo very 

• •' *# • 

pleasing to us. Thereupon, wo gladly made use of the opportunity to 

continue the negotiations in Paris. Paris told us, as Document 1242 

• • 

3hovr3, that no pressure was to bo exerted. We actually did not wish to oxort 
any prerjsuro.*. We therefore, gladly agreed to have the further 
conference take place in Paris. This brings mo to what I have said on 
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29 Ap?- 1 1 -il-J'-OC- 3 -SWart (int. Hauler - von s C hon) 

Court VI Case VI 

• • 

direct exaaination, 

Q I beliove that will suffice, llr. Kuglor, I have another 
question about this letter. Please look at the secorrl sentence of the 
2 nd paragraph of the excerpt which reads, end I quoto: 

"We also feel we nay assume that tho gentlemen will have complete 
understanding for our complying at once with a wish expressed by tho 

Anaistico Delegation, this wish presumably being based on tho fact that 

• • 

similar negotiations concerning industries of direct strategic value 
have already been conducted in Wiosbadcn, and that tho settlement in 
tho dyestuffs field is to serve, in a certain way, as a pattern for 
other industrial fields." 

Now I should like to ask you idiother, according to your 
recollection of tho events at tho tiao, tho idoa that Fnrbcn wanted to 
consider its settlement a model cano from Farbcn or from tho State? 

A Tho j*iraso you Just road shows vory dearly that wo wore 
repeating the opinion of ^r. Henson in that lottcr. Whothor wo under¬ 
stood l*r. Haaraon correctly at the time, I d> not knew. Poihaps wo 
« • • 

nisundorstood him. Poihaps, however, wo understood him correctly. Othor 
gentlemen in B^lin belonging to tho responsible agencies thoro, or in 

Pails, woro of a different opinion. T he fact that thoro was no cloor 

^ _ • 

policy in tho various 0 >vemacntal agencies at tho time, is shown by 
tho Conforonco in Pails, which 1 had 20 days after this lottcr, - on the 
28th or 29th of November, 1940. 

It is also shown by tho minutes. Exhibit 1242, I should like 
to quoto tho first paragraph free page 3 of tho Conann vorsion dealing 
with tho quostion of "model", and the opinion of the Frisian gentian on 
is quo tod cs follows: 

"T he situation is sich that the proposals submitted for its 

settlement can in no way bo considered to be prejudicial to any third 

party by tho French side." Tills refers to our french proposals. The 

unphasis of this point of view seems to be necessary all the noro, sires 
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(i„t. Haalor - von S^on) 

Court VI Case VI 


at the hotol Uajostic, there was obviously cortain inclination in favor 
of aich qualified minorities and joint sales cosfcinos where the 
agreemont with Schieber-Uainc du Hhono (30 per cent participation) 
was considered as a pattern in thet respect. 
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29 4pril-M-l£r-13-l-Stoac (Int.von Schon-P.-jalcr) 
COURT VI, CASS VI 


(A, Continued) 

Converaoly it ia interesting in this connection that Henachol, r 
locomotive factory, by wey of r privrtc cconoaic rgrecnont, has obtain¬ 
ed the nrjority of the French locomotive factory Socoe." 

Q. To correct tho record, Ur. Kuglor, you have now quoted fron 
Docuoent NI-14224, Exhibit 1886. 

A. I rpologirc. It becooea eppexant fron qy quotrtion thrt thero 
w«a no uniform opinion et tho tine rnd thrt twenty days letor mother 
governno.nt. , l pgency ia e^rin trIking of r. prttcrnl Thrt wo, in our 
French proposal did not represent r oodel rnd irincipelly did not wiah 
to become & model, ia proved by rnothor docuoent of tho Prosecution, 
NI-6950, Exhibit 1253, Book 58. These pro ainutoa of the oonforenco et 
tho Kotol Uejcatic in tho pixsonco of tho Uilitrry Commdor of Franco 
rnd the French Gov u neont. During thia conference the French Govorn- 
®*nt grvo ita epprovrl to tho Frrncolor contract, in prrticuler to tho 
51*. On Ppgo 5 of tho Gerarn version of thia docuoent, undor III, it 
ia atntod, pnd I quoto* "Tho Gorarn prrtner, in view of tho proaont 
pgrecnont, will not try to demand n nrjority particioetlon in othor 
French industries ainca thia sottlcoent, in view of tho historical de¬ 
velopment (thia refers to tho hiatoricrl dcvclopoont of tho Frrbon In¬ 
dustry) rnd in view of th- given technics and commercial frets, ropro- 
aonts a spcciel case." 

Q. I boliove wo wn loavo thia docuoent now. Plorao look at Pro¬ 
secution Docuoent HI-15224, Exhibit 2143. This ia ft letter froa Dr. 
von Schnitzlor to you, dated 13 Hay 1941. In the first par*grrph of 

a 

this lottor Ur. von Schnitrlor points out thrt tho Fronch lrtor "got 
cold fuat" rnd thrt they did not want to accept the claim for loador- 
ahip in tho field of chcoistry rnd in other fields, .nd he srys that 
ho is not surprised -'bout that. 

First of all, Ur. Huglcr, do you know how this lottor ermo to bo 
written? 

A. Harr von Schnitzler was in Kissingen et thrt tine, whore ho 
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29 April-tf-4f .-13-2-Stone (Int.voq Sc-'»-T«f^rJ.cr) 

COURT VI, C^SSVi ' - ™ 

• • » 

v-fr ^ 

I* * X*®* iV. «« , _ 

was on a vacation- I, in j? capacity as the he»d of the Director*to De¬ 
partment, was in charge of ? bep*ring the conference in Paris by contact- 

*v i • • • « 

ing nil the other agencies concerned* I submitted ilr. von Schnitsler * 
Situation Report by letter, and in thet connection I Quoted the attitude 
expressed by the French sido. Herr von Schnitzlor refers to those pre¬ 
parations in his reply. * 

K^gler, tho Prosocution, if I rem^aber correctly, put this 
letter to you yesterday after you had testified that F^rbon's claim to 
leadership referred only to the dyostufis field. Now, if you rc-d the 
fir?t paragraph of this letter doesn't there so-a to be sons contradic¬ 
tion to your testimony; and can you give us ojro information about tJ\is? 

“• I cert inly do tLdt that in reading this letter one may easily 
gain the impression, rnd perhaps oven must grin tho impression, thrt tho 
situation with respect to this claim to leadership was somewhat diffoi^ 
ent. Tho impression, hoicvor, is erroneous, and I shall provo it. 

On tho 21st of November 1940, there was the conference with the 
government representatives at ..icsbadon; on tho 22nd of Novoobor 1940 
there was tho first private oconooy conference ct ’.iosbaden. ..bout 
this confcrcnco an internal file oooonnaun was drawn uo at the timo. 
This filo memorandun was introduced by the prosecution as their Docu¬ 
ment NI-6Q38, Exhibit 1247. I jjoIm from this exhibit, page 110 of 

• 

tho Goman version, tho lest paragraph, continued on the noxt p*go: 

"After it had been expressly once core clarified initially that 
tho claim of the German dyestuffs industry to a leadership position 
in collaboration with tho French dyestuffs industry had been confined 
exclusively to (fyestuffs to their organic inUnxdittos 'nd to dye¬ 
stuffs' auxiliary products—not to the other production fields of tho 
participating French enterprises—th^se four principles aro being 
explained as follows, in tho further course of the negotiations." 

Then follow statements with respect to participation in produc¬ 
tion, etc. The policy which has been expressed in this instance had 
not been abolished a.t any time, Then, how does this a.pparont contra¬ 
diction arise? • 1 : * 
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29 /.pril-M-LT~-l>-3-Stone (Int.von Schon-Rraicr) 

COURT VI, C:SB VI 

Sfc. Denis and St. Cla i r hcd told us positively fj-ou our for.aer col¬ 
laboration that they wers pure dyestuffs factories. In the case of the 
fims belonging to etablisseaents, Oissel & Villiers St. P*ul, had ex¬ 
perienced before the war, in tho course of our collaboration with the 
French, that Kuhlmann, with respect to these two Tiros, in addition to 
pure dyestuffs production, had also embarked upon certain other fields 
of production—synthetics, lacquers, etc. The exact extent was unknown 
to us, nor did wo know Mother and tow it would be possible to find 
within the scope of tho provided coobinos of Francolora limitation with 
rospect to those fields of production not within the category of dye¬ 
stuffs. This quostion had already concerned us prior to tho vieabaden 
conferonce, ovidenco is found in tho document of the Prosocution. In 
Book 57 the Prosocution has indudod Ho. 5610 but did not properly of¬ 
fer it as rn exhibit, l.b have here an internal filo ocG»r-ndura of 31 

• 

October 1940. In this filo memorandum a number of questions aro con¬ 
tained rtvich aro connected with the provided project concerning Franco. 
It was to servo as tho basis for further discussions and cs a filo 
record for discussions which had already taken mlaco. On Pago 1 of 
that document, Gorman version, undor Paragraph 2-a, tho following is 
stftod, and I quote* 

"The production factories of ^tablisscaaents Kuhlnann of dyostuffs, 
organic intoraediato by-products, and textile auxiliaries, (that was 
the title; tho text goes on to stats) plastics, synthetics rooainod 
outside of the cfcrostuffs combination." Then there is a quostion noted: 
"In tho plants Villiers and Oissel is production arranged in such a 
wry thrt it could to separated specially from the rest of the firm?" 

TH3 PH3SIDJHT: The Tribunal will *t this tine rise until 1:30 
o'clock. 

(•*• recess was taken at 1215, to resjoo rt 0130.) 
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29 -pril - ..-LD-15-l-Stnns (Int. Srmlsr) 
Court VI - Ccsi VI 


«FT*7tH0PN SESSICK 

(Th» hiring recnrened at 1330 h urs, 29 *.pril 19u8) 

THE J~HSB..L: Tribunal VI is again in bission. 

DTI. KELT”': Dr. Kilte. I struld liki to ask for your indulg-noj to 
KkJ tro bri f stct-mints. Thi first stat -msit is on bOvlf «>f the sntiri 
Dif >ns». Thi »Vos;cuti n h.s giv:n to th; Djf-ns* a largi nuabsr of d^oua^nts 
which thi D»f ins s is to ixamine in orc-r t*- det o-aine which oms, if any, will 
bi us -d by thi Dif-ns. as evidentiary material. This examination can only 
bi modi by dif mss counsel i*i cnllfiborati n with th «ir clients. For that 


r^-s-n thi Dif ns. is asking for .i imissi n for the dif aidants who eo disir, 
to g-t together with their dif nsi couns 1 in c room d»aipviC.d for that 
purjy-Si, in o r d r that thiy mny sxrcln* th«ss d cun*nts. For th-t purp-'si 
th-y w uld hav. t> b. girm l*av» -if tbs nc. from the sessions. 

I may p rhr.ps add thi t Dr. v -n Bn«pr.tt Just told me th-t a similar 
•«ttl<m«ib hr.s b n p raitttd tr* thi Tribunal in th» Krupp trial. 

Thi s-c nd stat cunt c nc ms th* ease -f thi D»f nd nt Hoerl'in. 

THE x7JSIDWri Th* Tribunal is nt inclined to l*^k with fov'T up*n 
anything th-:t w uld b. calculat d to d»liy th . pr-mat t «rmiivti *n of thi 
trial. It ccurs to us, h -wiv r, th.t with an lnt«r*-nlng r sk-rnd approaching 
hiri, perhaps o- m t ray can b- iw<rk*d ut t. acc mplish the thing th t you h\v. 
in mind, Or. Nilti. I f facillti is &r*vt b« .xovid id at the prison for y-«u 
to Sf. y nr cli*nts, th»ri th*n th»r* is c possibility th.t, und »r proper 
sup,rrlsi n, ni might haw. the dif .nd nts br ught hire to this building to 
s mi c nv .ni nt ro-m wh*r» y-m could c*nf <r vith your clients in regard 



to that matiir. <•* sug,«st 
pr>f it thr.t to 
trial. Do y u think th t 
arrangi t-* 
building during thi 
and g-* or r th»s« matters, so 

D»£. HFLT p : This b^ing 


possible v* should much 

this stag* of thi 
if thi Tribunal sh uld 
place in this 
could conf :r fr»*ly 
the trial proper? 

I think th-t it would b pos3ibl* 
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29 >*pril - «-LU-15-3-Stona (l n t. Rjjslir) 
C-'urt 71 — Cas-. VI 


if it c'uld b* arrcng d ttwt on Sunday th» djf-nss counsil c^uld neat th:ir 
cliints end »xr*in* th-i do-w-nts; but perhaps thj kros-.cution oould t -11 us 
it wuld b possible to transfer th; d cua-snts fr^a thj mmn in -hich 
thjjr ar» at th* n m-nt. 

S?-- C& Hz Ur. ?r .sidint, I think I pass id up to Your Itri ra 
th-s r gulr.ti ns which Ur. «ib .rgall, who is in ch.rg-j of thj Doc uni nt 
Control Branch and h«cj ths Docuo^nt R-no, nr.dj, Thos» r -.gulationa ar. 
sioilr.r to th s» 4 mt ut for ell p.rs-ns, s- fax as I kn -w, with r apset 
to d-cua mts in th» D cua.nt .>■«. Special arrang a.nt would hr.va to b* 
madi, n t nDy for thj r->m, but to hr.v* c staff pr *s*nt In th» Docum.nt 
Control Branch to 1 an ut particular d*-cu»,nts. In somj era ,s co .i.s ir»uld 
h'-v* to bi nedn It a**cs to a* this is a littls praaature until counsO. 
hav. at srd» th.ir r-jmat so t* which d cur.mts th*y wish to dis- 
cuss with th»ir clients. 

THS .’R'SID“.7 1 *7*11, .lxhapa »•« gh uld try to arrang i that for 

Saturday and Sundry. In th< o»rnwhil*, b-fr t wrrow iv nine, couns*l 
for th» d»f.nd. nts mifht b« cblj to uki /r->) r r*qui»iti'*n for th* docu¬ 
ments that th»y «nt aec.ss t«. hj nay nrrrn,* fw th. t th*n. 

:Jl. ft: Ur. I'r.sid <nt, if c uns 1 do*a a.sk for a particular 

docun,-nt h» may hav. it for forty-,ight h urs, .vjd hi do-sn't tvv. to usi 
it mr *ly in that Documnt Rooq; aid so, th r f"r , h* could tak* it to 
his cli .nt r.t th« usual plr.es of sitting -rith his climts. 

TH5 KV-SIDEOT: That would nxiss rily Did to dm pr tty 
promptly in -rdr that thi docuawts could b. withdrawn Trot thj fil,s and 
b» avail, hi« to y u. Do y.. u think th.t wuld bi practical. Dr. Nilt*? 

DR. lioLI-s Y ur rt-nor, th* difficulty is in something *ls *. Thj 
Dif ens unless diseasing thJ n r.tt -r with th.ir cli nts, c nnot d?cid . 
which documents ar* of importancj for th-n. Th .r is -'ftai a differ enci of 
opini n about that b.t;/».n d if nsj counsel and ths djf:nd;nts. 

THE .-ir'SEEMT: Wall, you would n't hr.vs in aind, of cours-i, asking 
for th* withdrawal of s rr -xrl thousand docunnts. You n*csss rily would “ 
hav- to jx< rcis. s as «h-icj as V which d cuants you wr.nt produced. 
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29 '-prU - if-LU-15-5-SV>i» (Int. Kr.nl sr) 

C'urt VI — Cas i VI 

DR. iKlIFs Tea, y.*ur Hoo-t, this ch^ici will bs mad3 befort- 
hi.nd. - j will r.s c -rtain by which d*cun*ts rad to whet *xt *t ths individual 
dif ni-.nts ar e c- nc rned. Proa this Unit d an unt of <icum->nts it is 
thm t" b; r.sc;rtain«l which n*s can be c nsid^r -d as avldenci. **ut th»r* 
art t//.nty -f us; thi interests art oft* 'vrlr>ying. F or tint reason it 
would b« ocpjdiont if thi documents cr. -nly transferred from thi room aft a* 
it hra b.»n ascertained wh th-r th»y tr* actually of int <r.st for on* «r 
mort difindents. 

THR ^STDEfT: Mow, what docum nts d * .—«u havi in m\nd having 
trensf arid fr « th* Docuawt Cmt Ttnyur c nfr.nci r -'o? Th t»a whir* 
I‘m uncertain. Ihi, what dnewints do yurnt nr.ji availabl# to y«*u for 
e nf r <nci with y ur cli mts? 

DR. NRLTSi In that ro-m th«r» are 11,001* docummta. Thjy have an 
index. Pro that indoc dif .ns c*ins»l hrs gr t difficulty in deciding 
wh.tho- ni d cuu nt is -<t ie*>-rt. nci f»r th« r vt. 

Mt. SairCIT-Ili Mr. ?r isid .nt , — 

THR Let Dr. Silt* finish. 

DR. ?JELTE: If, aft >r it h s b . n aso «*t in id fn-m that ind oc h«w 
try -f th.si 11,000 d-cum .nts c- nc rn th. Prrb r. trial, w* must select 
thoa from thi d<>cu«.nts — which cr. appr- xiurt ly thr i to four thousand 
end v shell htvi to ascertain which subject nr.ttr thiy cone >rn. 

THR PHFSJDRKTi Dr. M lit t, ns I ur»d rstand, you do not desirt thi 
producti n of r.ny d cuarnts cm such for y ur c nf j-nci with your clients. 

Tou wr.nt an opportunity to c nf r with y ur cl> nts as a tyoup and to 
hrv cvrllr.blt th. indoc. Th*, you will dst rain i what documents you will 
esk for. Is that correct? 

DR. HVIT--: Ijs, Tour.Hon-.r, thit's correct. 

KK. SPlEEJHER: Couldn't I just sJcj enerrangdoant with Hr. 

Hib.rgell t- make this index avr.ilabl* at the Cppropri: t * tins ov.r thi 
*!-k—*d? I d n't fc*"w *h r> th* c>nf race r • a would b=, but whsraver 
it is that indoc car. b« placid th-.r:. 
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29 ,-pril - <—H5-l^-4r-St-'ni (Int. R-nl .r) 
C-urt Vi — Cass VI 


TH^ HPSJDKHT: T. *11, tfcd Trib unal will dir set th* Harsha-l n->w 
to c ntact th* .aria n auth riti>s to d*t raas whsth r or not th*r* is ary 
sizabl* rvo th-.t w uld accumodat* th» d«f»ndants and couns*l for th* d*- 
f-indr.nts f t a c nf r :nc* no Sunday. If n t, th* advis > th* pris-n auth ri- 
ti ss th; t th* Tribunal cay issu-: an ord-j t' hCfi th-s d-if-jvdints brought to 
this building, «"id<r -ir»pir r ^gul.-ti'Tvs ca thiy nay prjscrib*, for a con¬ 
fine* with thiir cli-nts, *.s far as that's c ncn -<1 2 do not Ss* any 
r »s- n vrty y u nay not us* this ro*ws. Th -r -'s rnpl* room in h-n, and 
it • jtainly is n t us*d for any othir purposi > n Sunday. 

(TO TH3 JUDG 3:) Do you s -.« any r* s»r. why that can't bi d'Oi? 

*11, y u nay say t*» thus what wi h v• in mnd if th.r* nr. no 
faciliti>s th r«, 15*. H rshtl — th. t w. hav in mnd that undo- proper 
supinrLsi n th* d'*f-nd- nts c.n b* brought hr t th* courtr^-a at h -urs 
which will b* arrant d in adv.jic* th. t th y c n c- nsult or c<>nf-r with 
thiir c unsil. «nd I t-Jr *-it th: t th »r. c« n bJ no practical rv.son why th* 
indue t> th» d -cuamts that has b<m c-vpilvi «cy n«t b» av.il;bl* ^ y u hir* 
in th* r-»i.ia at th- tin >'! ..nd th .n y*u can, aft rwards, «n Uond y or sub- 
srfju .fitly, nvak* ap>lic*ti n f»v such d"c\» nts as you d*sir . bill that 
airv> th . purr's., n -w, g,ntl«*n, as you s t it' 

DR. JFLTEi T»ur H*xvt, this c nf r net c-n also bi on Saturday 
aft j-no-in, b *oaua.< th r« is n<» s tssirn on Saturday. 

TW FiVSHF-fT* I can b» S .turday aft nr on or Sunday, cs y- u 
3il»cr, or or all dey Saturday for that nett r. W*'d b. unconc-rn*d ab-ct 
it. L.t mi a ay this: I think w* h v- h* i*d m ugh and said in ugh to 
hav« c c mpr -h mi n f th* a’.tt -r. 

DR. K^LT':, if you will f ,il fr .* V* c a. into chanb-rs this aft-r- 
noon or t a r nw wi can discuss th* d.tails *-f th -1 rrr; ng mint, Till 
^r. Spr chir -<h r. y u'r. c -ning in so th* ft'-'s .cutl-r. can b* r;pr.sxt d, and 
*>'11 und<rtak. t-' w «rk it out for y'u and to oaks whr.tiVir ord rs s*«m 
prop-r und-r thi circuastanc *s. 

PR. MKLT ! Thank y-uvr/ such. 
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29 i-pril - ~-L»-l6-l-mia (Int. I£onl?r) 
Court ' J I — Cass 


DH. NELTFj Now I hav* only a brisf matt -.r to put to you with 

r.sp*ct to th* H:,rl*in cas*. Th* prosecution has submittad a nuab--r of 

r.buttal d~cua*nts to m on Friday, 23 -pril. In vim of th* stats of 

health of th* dsf mdr.nt no-rl*in, th* prosicutin has stated that th*s. w,r. all 

ths r.buttal docua nts pertaining to Count III of thi indictment, nddic.l 

experiments. Th* day b«f<ra y*st.rday, Ur. v n Hclla told a* that th* 

• 

pros icution had r.ciiv d on* oth-r affidavit iron England and that thiy in- 
t.ndsd t« auboit that as arvth x r.buttcl document, I hav* mads no objection 
to that coursi. This naming, h'mersr, two further documents havi b*m 
giv.n to mi which hcv* be.n d*sigru-t»d as rebuttal documents and I find that 
I ca not in e position to discuss th»a at pr*a»nt Professor Ho 4 rlsin. Th*s* 
docuoento nr » old docua mts. That is to say thy w .r already available 'h *n 
th* stat sunt of th* prosicuti-'n was *ad* to ns. I n*w csk for your statr- 
n«nt wh.thx th. pr'-mis* made by th* prosicuti'n ictually nuins th:t tha 
diCdlin* for th* sufcoissi'wi of r ibuttal d-cua mto is ov«r and thr.t further 
documents ccn **n 2 y b» auboitt.d aft r your expr.ss rpprovrl, or is it that 
th* proaocuti »n can, at will, submit furthx r.buttal docuojnta wi$h respect 
to th» crs * of Ho -rl An. 

THE W^SIDENr: Whf.t dojs ths pros«cuti n hnv, to say by way of 
s elf-d*f ins *? 

15. HLSKOFF: Th* pros tcuticn r.quir s nos.lf-dif ns i. .j have g'uis 
out of 'ur Tcy -n a numb x of occasi ns, Dr. N «lte, to g»t him mat .rial not 
in th* ordinary c urs.. *<•« haw* bs.n orxburd*nid with work, and in 
spit* of that nrxburdtning of r. sa.ll staff, wi hav» taken sxtra tin* ut 
so h* ccn g.t th* d^mrnts b*for * anybody *is» had the documents, so that 
h« can hrvt th>n in advance. Now w* hav d n* th"t h*ri again and this is 
fn indica.ti n of th* fact that ths more ym do ths vr-rr complaints you g.t. 

*>* hav. two documents which w* r-ceiv d this n~ming. Thos. two dooun.nts 

r-.f,r to th* sin. thangs th. t th * previous docua nts r»f *rred to which ws 

• • 

rec lived at an -crli r d te. i.s rant to hav. a coaplet* pictur?, Th^«* 

docua ants could hav* b*o put in by us and will fc; off x ad in any *v*nt as 
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cross—exam inet! n und-r the “aut-.nschlaeg-.r ccs «. Tie w*r s b^ing hslpful in 
1 st ting him hav. in advene i these t nr. documents, bifora th:n, becaus* of 
hia particular pr dican int. • W« didn't hav* t-< offjr th;5 3 trx> at ell f<T* 
hin for tha r.buttal b*«k. Both ar » perfectly proper cross-axamin-tion 
documents. 

TITO FR^SIDPOT; I und rst-nd. -hat °r. N.lti asms is that y u had 

• 

acid that was all th» documents ym int.ndud V* usi in r&uttal before the 
daf indent H^rlain wsnt a»cy. r alita that c ntinginci*a cris t thr.t fl' mo¬ 
tions mak» it nscasscry to kJci bo«9 r .tract! ns bicaus* of div,lopmHits 
In a trial, end I any ary also that th* Tribunal is not committing itsilf 
that ell d'cuBints thr.t you g.ntliain tret ns rsbuttcl ar-» going to b* 
tr-ctid r.s r.buttal. 'fa ris.rv. th* right f r urs*lv a to dat.roin* 

"h.th r T not th* d-cun.nts cr* r buttal. ..nd in thr.t corniction w* will 
appriciat* it if th* pr-stcuti-n rill * t t> us, as r.ll as to counsel for 
th* d if ms i, as s * in ca ynu can, th* d cun-nts, so that n* may b« familiar 
with thin whin th-y ar * off rid, b*auu« wi havi th* r .sp nslbility of 
saying nh-th-r that is T is not r .'outtrl, end vrt ah uld appr.ciati any 
halpfuln i3s. if y-u could wt g t us th* d cun-.nts, pirhaps tha indne 

sould h*lp us. Dr. Njlt., if, in ymr situ ti n, on account of th* physical 
conditi n 'f yur cli nt, you find it n.cessary, p.rhr.ps you can ansmr 

t 

th j r buttal, if it's mcissrry f-*r you t> do it, but affidavit, "ould 
that not b* practical? Isn't Dr. Ho rlein in such a condition thr.t ym 
could g.t an affidavit f his apian.-ti^n 'f any documwits that coma in in 
r .buttal? 

DR. r'ELT c : Cirtainly. But, yur K n rs. th* is us h;r-. is wh-th-r 
I can placj c'-nfidinc* in a pnais i mod) by th» pr^s icuti^n with raspset 
to any sp s cific cas« -<r whithu- I can not. 

THE fS-SDOTT: Pr. Hilti, tha Tribunal would to in soo= positi- n 
to hav. s o .thing to say rb*mt a js-oais: wrAs to y-u through tha medium of 
tha Tribunal, Put you guitleaen hav> a right t~, and •'* hav 1 encouraged 
y-'ur dealing bitwi.n y urselv : s. If th* situ'.ti n ris*s that the pross- 
cution things thr.t it : s r.ecess. ry for it to d.part froa sod* conrri.ta.nt 
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that it lvr.s mad* to y'u end not to tha Tribunal that is a natter which wa 

;r* n»t dir »ctly c r.c imad with and it's n--t nwassary for us to pass up n 

• • * 

it. In tha first placa, wa can not t ai y"u n t whether tha documants Trill 
a»«T bi iatr-ducad or jvai roivid in j vidmci until wa knar what it is. 

In thi 3*rnd placi, if y.-u r.ra taken by sorprisi thi Tribunrl would bi 
dispos <i, within rias nr.bla liait.-ti'cs, to halp you out of your pradicaniint 
by giving y-u s aa opportunity to rtka an answ-.r. Nor, it si-jus to «j that 
is ab'ut all ym can ixpict froa tha Tribunal. If you find tlv.t by rca n 
of this* affidavits r docunmts, whatav,r thy any b , th t you mdon 
opportunity t*- bring in on affidavit fr'n Dr. H ^rlain in answ>r to thuc, 
tha Tribunal can taka care of thrt. Vs d n : t *v.n k.vvr yet th t tha d-wu- * 

nants will b. edmittad into *rld*nc« awi th«r«rre wa can't nw*-k* any c amit- 

nwnt about th* n rits 'f th* controversy batwim you tr r> gintl-amen. 

RFDIfr-CT EL-O..TICW 
Hons Kugl<r 

BY DR. KR.JT: (f< r th* daf.ndant Dr. *ugl*-) 

‘1. First l*t a 1 corr»ct a airt ks vhich ry cli »nt mad* bsf-r. 

tha r*o«ss whm ha rr.s quoting fr^a a doc mint c ntainad in Book 57. This 

is ^ cunjnt HI 5*10. Ha sUt.d that this d ■cun.nt was not in .vidanc*. 

It was put into jvid«nc 1 at tha tin» th* vitn*S3 K-nipp*r was h<.rd on 29 
February 19U* and b ars drosecutln Exhibit 1855* Nr *S Dr, Kuglir, y'u 
.•u-vi qu -1 4 fr'"in th* said docua*nt and y *u havi stated that F;rb n, b.for* 
th* «ijsbadm c nfo- nca of Nov jh r 1 SU 0 , hrd e nsidj-»rd what sattle- 
nunt was t' bi mad* with r.spact to products which wir* not dya-stuffs but 
which w,r» pr>duc3d in thu Kuhl.enn f.xtori as. Is th-ri antything you 
hav* to ixplain in that regard? 

«* In 'rd.r to clarify this matt -r 1-t a a stet* th* following. 
«ihan, in th* b ginning f 19ol ma sat d *rn .± tha c-~nf»r-nc* tebla with 
tha PrsRch. na l.arned wh t products and appr'-xia: t*ly to rhr.t ext .nt they 
*-ri pr due -d at St. Vill-rs and Oissal, that is products which Tear* n*t 
tyc-stuf 3 . If a rj Id tha French c^nfr-nt4 Trith thi qu sti'n as to wh-.t is 
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going t' hCppm t- that production, b^ceus. it did not fall und r the 

50 -callxt Lied rship Clain. Th-*r* n ; n veri <us possibilities for settle- 

aunt in that regard. Theoretically th*r* c'uld have been e dismantling 

of th* plants end the tr;nsf >r into c plant 'f Establishment 

Kuhlaann. Or n* c uld hcvj left the factory al'n* and c>uld hav* farmed 

a new l«gal structure by ru-ming a aiw special c mpany. «11 of this a sisnri 

to u3, as will as t' th* French, c n.th.r un*c *n oic step. It seamed too 

c^mplic t>d. In the discussi n, it was els c nsiderad that thise vari us 

prducti ns wo-* prrtly based >-n the intTmedi; t .a which were produced 

at th a* tw plants. That is h«w it r.s finally errang-d, and I think that 

was d n* during tha April muting, that this* pr ducts b* l«ft whir. thiy wir*. 

Thin th*y ar* in a, f..ct*ry t*» which th* s -«all*d Li/d .rship Claim apoli s, 

if thy ax 1 l»ft thx ., thin th* Frmch r-uld tr.*r. th* r.dvmtrg» that cl 1 

thi cgr»*nnta with r sp ict to tichnicr.l assistanc*, as to knowhow, and 

so forth, w uld apply tquiily to all th >• jr ducts *v n th ugh thy 

ar* n^t dye-stuffs. ..t th. t tin*. in ...Til, th* Pr.nch w*r» in full agn>- 

nunt r.s w• th ught. T^is is what “ar v<o *chnittl*r us is r.s tha starting 

point of his sti.t«ment in his l*tt .r. Th* fact that the French w«r* in 

cgriemint can b* s .»n fl"» th* way Herr v n Schnitzlsr's l.tt r is phrased. 

H* says that th* French 1 wore afraid of thair r ~im courage. If -no loses 

-no's c-nirag* *oa nhst hav* had it, The French riolitid that it would 

be the m>ct r jcs nrbls s-luti'-n for both parties to continue producing the 

products whir thy had b-.ai produc »d up t'• n w. The r* s> ns why the Fr inch 

chang A their -pini n eft-.mards can be explain*! by the following. This 

• 

reasm is chcract iristic for the value of Farb n : s technical assistance. 

The c nsiderati n 'f the parmt ©mpani*s was this — if Frannolor, 
rith tha tichnicr.l assistance of Fsrb .n. w-rks in this fiild and davsl-ps a 
new, as it w;rthen it may happen undir c rtin circucst-nc *s th. t the 
subsidiary c epany, that is Fr.ncolor, would fare b*tt.r than the pr.r=nt 
coapcniis Establishment Kunlnann end St. Clair and St e Danis. 
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During th* n*xt actings ni c ntinu-d t discuss thr.t subjict and a 
s luti n was f und which c nsist -d th> f II wing. Th-i products r jsain.d 
in th» ftct ri^s. In rd r t- ixpross that thsy d? not fall within th* 
c»-t >& ry f dy.-stuffs, but r.prissnt s-<a .thing .Is*, tha sale of th.3. ja* — 
ducts was n-t handl'd by Franc«l<T, but th* per -nt C'opani»s b teams 
Franc l r's aj nts fr th.si products. It was furth-rox. tgr«-sd th:t thi 
p-r^nt c m>-ni.a ar» mtitlid, at all tin-*a, t* produc* this. pr-Klucts at 
thiir -m feet ri.s. If thay did s'-, th» n3y c nssqusnca is that th<y can 
n-'t aimultan. usly r ®ain thi aj .nts n t Fr nc 1 r, btcrus. th*n th-* parent 
empani* w uld, in a c*rtrin sms., b»c n. th* c«p*titTS f Franc It. 
This s*ttl«B«nt b*c n«s eppar nt ftra ..rtid* IS of thi a-w«r.ll*d 
C'*nv nti n. That is <*hibit 1255, &>cua,nt NI 6SU5. 

JITOG" ISUlISt Just a » Bint. Ibr.y I br*k is h«r*. It occurs t' 
a. th.t wi tri g.tting quit, cw.y b-ynd jt .> r r-dirict wcaairvitinn. Th* 
L»-nu« is n t pm n r d^r-rct t-> t.Jn up th. /r.in d*f*ns* again end go far 
into furth*r d .tails. H-w I h*v. n tietd th. witness has b*.n arguing 
his cas. ouch a rv than hi has b..n t.stifying th* last f tr mlaut**. Kay 
I sugg.st t b th c uns-1 end witniss that y u can find thi qu.stl ns and 
thi unsir«rs t‘ th s. things th..t an prop r n r <iir.ct *aainnti'« — 
that is t ark* bri.f aplcn^tl ns of coy f th. d<-«ua.nts th-t hcv* b.*n 
intrducid in *vid-naa n th* cross-dumiiv ti n, so ns n «t to l*av* a 
fals. ircpr.ssi n fr -a thi dif*n<t-nt's standp int, of th* documsnts that hnv* 
biin introduce, r if th* d*f .ndant has, n cr >ss-*xaBinrti<m, ned* c 
•tat mint that may p ssibly b* nlsconstru*d, h» is .ntitlid to sxplain 
it suf ici?ntly s as t bring it b.for f th* Tribunal in thi prop*r light. 
But c*rt?inly rxiir*ct *xaminati n doesn't .ntitl* th. witness to go into 
lingthy discussi ns f natt.rt th t h* t stifle! to upon direct «aninatl n, 
end pertisularly it d .s n-t .ntitl* hin t» argui his cas*. In oth.r '•'rds, 
th* stat-m«nt f fact is on* thing, but V* g- back into oth.r docum;nts and 
build up an arffuunt is s- a thing th-t is ?ntir-ly iaporp»r and I suggjst 
w* c nfin* th* ixanin^.tin ^nd r.sponsjs fr b n w o n a littls btj within 
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• ths pr ?<r limits f redirect examination, 

D?.. KaJ'rTi Judg * Morris, it is ay pini-n that Mr. Kugler hi;a 
sufficiently clarified tha C'ntradicti'ns which I havs seen in tha documents. 

I have nly ru a -re question end in tha future I shell abide by tha 
suggest! ns •'t tha Tribunal* 

TIE r-.TSID'VT: Go ahead. 

BY DR. KSJJTs 

Mr. Kugl-r, y«u said that Dr. tn Schnitzlar had writtan to 
you .n 13 May, and in tha coursa •* this latter tha astincta is nanti ned* 

Dr. SchnitsUr discusses a c nfusi-->n of figures which tha Fr-nch have sub¬ 
mitted with r spect t tha valu» of tha plant. C* n you briefly state what 
Dr. dchnittl’r actually meant? Can yu tell n» h*w tha sstiitata ws actually 
B?d i? 

... Originally it had been tha int nti n of both partiaa to 
araluate tha individual plants which were t' b. Merged with FrtncoV-r, 
by estimating the vrlua f the individual inv-nt ries. For thiu purpose 
•xperts had been appointed wlv were to inspect tha plants. Furthers re, 
the French had submitt id c master "f figure up n which theta estinat .s were 
to be based. T his mat-rid helped v-ry litile and that is probably what Mr. 
v>n Schnitsl r m«tnt when ha made his r*mrrk. .-t tha n»xt Beating, h wev-r, 
the pr .vi us egr• >m mt f individual estixat* was dr-ppad and it wes decided 
th. t the tntirs. bject be evnluat.d as a g ing c nc rn according to tha Fr .ncl 
turn v.r figur-s. 

DR. BUiVT: Y ur Buts, I have n furth j qu.sti ns. 

BY OR. SIEJ1SRS: (C uns d f«-r von Schnitsl»r) 

‘4. I ur H n r3, with r-spect to a nunto r of oth-r documents which 
hay. bun submitted during cross--jxrnin- ti n, I hav » a number of qussti ns 
to Mr. Kugl x, Ify questions c nc-m the Franc It part. Dr. Kuglir, w-uld 
y'-u please 1 1$ at D cuamts Exhibit 212*7, HI 15238 -nd th-en Exhibit 
212*?, id 15222. The pr'S-.cuti -n has put t > y u and quoted tha f-dlowing 
fra NI 15222 Exhibit 21 h$t "Under the cireurnstanc ;s, Dr. Kramer do 4 s 
not c nsider it expedient to c nduct the c ntempL ted neg~tiati -ns. He • 
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think3 it qjc^s- ry first V» put th<* French a* nciss und-r pr'-ssuri b*f'r* 
taking up furth-r discus si ns." For whit cfct« w>r- th*s* n*g-tie ti-ns in- 
t md«d? 

«• F -r th*: cys aft «r 10 Ifcrch. 

whin did th* n*g«tiati ns actually taka plac*? 

iv. .j is sh wn by Pros 1 cuti 'n , s 'Exhibit 1253 thjy tor* plac* in 
th* d r.ys fr m 10 V» 12 M rch. 

Ih tha* w rds, Frrbu* did n*t f 11 w Dr. Kramer's suggtsti n? 

... Farfc.n did n-'t follow his sug, sti n, as it b*c-mas cppar ait 
fr~m th* last paragraph '•f Fachibit 2lU7- Frrb .n «nnt*d to c ntinu* th-i 
nsgotir.ti ns as quickly as p'-ssibls. Th*y did n*t c- naid^r Dr. Kraratr'a 
sugb*sti n and th»y k*pt th* det*. 

Q. I ah uld n w lik* t rt rak put 1 k at th* tw« '-th* d-cunnnts. 
Exhibit 231*9, HI 15219 end Exhibit 2150, HI 15216. Y-ur H n-rs, first ~f 
all l*t m* -bjict t* th* pr>S«itati n of th«s* two txhibita in this 
abbrwiat-d f m. I sh uld b« grat«ful t ti i pr-'Sicuti *n if th«y c-'uld 
submit th«s d cum nts t* th«ir full *xt»nt. Exhibit 21i*9 hr* t*n pcg:s 
end Exhibit 2150 has *ight pag.s. ..s it is sh wn by th* docunxit, '*w 
paragraph tak»n ut >f its c-nt >xt, giv^s ris \ t' a c-'mpl-tily vr r n* us im¬ 
prest n. 

THE PR r SIDE)fr: T ’ b* c nsist^nt with ur rulings in th.* past, that 
objjcti n must b. v rrul*d. If th* pros^cuti n hns possesion of th* 
balanoj of th* d«ummt, c uns*l for th* d*f ns is *ntitl»d to hav-, aco*ss 
to it. But that, und <r ur ruling, d^s n t oak* it n*c*ss.xy for th* 
pros icuti >n to fcurd*n th* r*.c*rd h.n with an >f th* docununt than it 
thinks is pr *p»r f r its *wn purpose. C-uns 1 for th* pros *cuti''n will 

• • w 

advis* y >u, I cm sur*, wh.thx 're not th*y hav * thj balanc* of th* docuiumt, 
end if th*y d", y u ar« *ntitl*d to s»s it. 

MR. S.-’R’^H’Tl: It*s in th* c-'urtr a end in th* S»cr t'ry's fil*s 
end as th* witntss. Dr. Kugl*r has indicatsd, hs has s**n th* full fil*s. 

THE ?R c SIDEJfr: V^ry wall. Th*a th* bj action is ov-.rrul*d with 

that inf Tucti -n 
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BY D>. 3D3'.Si 

0 . Dr. Kugl^r in Exhibit 21^9 Ur. L ncli discusses the pr-cmbls 
of tha Frc.nc'l>r contract. Hj hrs misgivings cb ut the prerrablj becr.ua* 
it Blight b « int-x-TT it-fd cs pnssurj. Hi says, and I quot.t "Th-a praanbla 
which is intindad c uld ba ««f disadvnnt^g* t- us lat-r." Ha sug asts a 
differ.nt v rsi n, «fh hcm th-e r-s,>nsibl« lawy«r of Frrb-.n who dar.lt with 
thasa ligal quest! na. 

u. That was Ur. Knupptr. 

4. Did Dr. Kuippar «xpr«ss any oini n with raspact t- Mr. 

L -ncla^ strt mmtf 

Y.s. 

4. Did y u p -rs nully discuss t hi* rith him? 

*• Y*J. 

h. D y u r ««b -r his -Titt n st t n»nt t*iich is c ntc.inxi in 
Exhibit 21507 

I rc*ir d this d-cun-nt aft r cr ss-«rnin.ti -n this n-rning. 
I r*J it and I rnaucb r tha pcpr v r/ till. 
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Q. According to this docuacnt and according to your personal 
conversation did Dr, Kuopper approve of Lonclo's position? 

THE PRES HE!?: 'fo well roaenber that Dr. Xueppor was a witnoss 
here and testifiod quite fully with respect to that voiy point; that 
the preamble was prescribed by govonrcntal authorities and 'that it did 
not represent his views as representative of Parben. That's all in tho 

9 

record horo. Tliis is highly ropotitious. TTo well i'c-sanber tho details 
of Dr. Kuopper on tho witnoss stand tolling that wholo story. How, no 
good point would bo accouplishod by Just burdening this record with 
rcpotitl >n of that when wo have tho boat source of what Dr. Kuopper had 
to say about it in his wm testimony. 

BY DR. SIEHFT.SI I beg you pardon. Tour Honor. I wouldn't have brought 
up this natter at all if tho prosecution hadn't submitted tho docuacnt. 

Q. I tiicrcf^ro wanted to oak you only whotler Dr. Kuopper told 
you anything about it. lihat was your opinion abort tho conploto form 
of this proanblo? 

A. After I have boon able to refrcsii qy Denary by reading docuaent 
2150 I can only state tiw foil wring. This docxuwit shows tho actual 
position of Farben, It further proves basically xrtiat I said during cross 
exanination, boforo 'aiowing the docuuont. I should like to refer to tho 
last paragraph of tho Doexuent 21$0 where Dr. ihvr. ;vr srya that tho 
misgivings of u. Lonclo nro not very serious ami important, lie furthonuro 
says that ( tho background and histroy of tho nogoNations docs not only 
bocaaj apparent fl-oa tho preamble, but can bo proven by tho statements of 
tho FVunchaon thccsolvos. Dr. Kuopper concludes ills opinion by saying - 
and this opinion was approved by Schnitaler. Ter Jeer and all tho others - • 
■If tho preamble cannot be strickon, then free a legal point of view ire 
can accept it." 

Q. Dr, IXiglcr, did the inputs of dye stuffs fren Switzerland play 
any part in the courso of the negotiations? 

A. Yes, in many ways, 

Q. . If the documents mention negotiations about tiic demarcation line 
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between tho occupied and unoccupied tcrrivrry of Prance, does t!iis noroly" 
have a political significance or also an economic significance? 

A. It has an cconaaic significance to a vex-' considerable degree. 

I night state ttiat tho cconaaic significance >cs even mro inportant 
than tho political ono. 

Q. And in what rospcct frea a cconcoic point of view? ' 

A. With respect to the entire traffic of goods and with respect 
to tho cconcr^ in tho occupiod territory, on tho eno hand, and tho 
unoccupied territory on the other. 

Q. The export has already been discussed. Did Prancolor or did 
tiioso plants of Prancolor located in tho uccupiod territory, whon tho 
contract was concludod, possess any st <ks of raw unto rials of dyo stuffs? 

A. Yos, oonsidcrablo st-cks. 

Q. Has rarbon interested ccononically that in case a contract wns 
concluded Prancolor should hare stocks of dye stuffs? 

A. Ono night roll say that. 

DR. SI ZZItSt I havo no further quc-tio.>s. 

BI DR. IEHZE: 

I should lil:c to put a fun questions t* tho dofandant uith roforc.xoo 
to tho docuacnts ’./irloh iiarc last been intr '.need. 

0 . ifr. Kuglor, havo you got Exhibit 2151 .f tha pr sucution bo fora 

you? 

A. Yos. 

Q. i/Ob tlio signatory of that letter. Dr. lech, an employe a of 
Farbon? 

A. Yes. 

Q. ./as lie an cnployco :f tho sales caubir.o dye stuffs? 

A. Dr. Tech and tho officials of his offico wore paid and listed 
** tlio personnel department of the Frankfurt offico, that is of the sales 
cxbinc dye-3 tuffs, According to his functions hcuovor, Dr. Pooh and his 
offico wore not under the sales coabinc dye stuffs. 

Q. Then how could Dr. B-ch give an expert opinion on the nonagenent 
kpartoent dyo stuffs? 


v. 


12335 





CJUF.T 71 CA52 VI 

29 Apr U8-18-3-C.-AliW/conard (Raalcr) 


A. Dr. i’cch was the head of the so-c cll oc -.rganizational- office, 
this was a special department of Far ben entrusted with the tasl: of 
carrying out so-called efficiency investigations at the sales combine, 
plant combines and also foreign branch officos. 

Q. In otter xfords, ho had to investigate mother this department 
was over-staffed? , 

A. That is exactly why ho mado that statement.' tet no add sane thing 
in order to explain tills. This report originates free January 19U3. At 
the end of 19U2, tlio tfahrnocht needed ncro and ncro mon. Tho defuraonts 
were strictly checked. General Onruh had started J*is well known drive 
in Go many which meant an inspocti -n of all private enterprises and all 
agencies >f tlic Hcich and the provinces, in order to dotoraino whether 
or not rodvndcnt porsonnol was availablcuho could be tumod into soldiors. 
At that lice, Dr, Schultzlor in order to be covorod before tho nilitary 
authorities, ordered that (fflce Pc eh to invuntigato every department of 
tho Gruunoburg bouso and t-find out riietlior tte mjlc load c >uld be settled 
with tho availablo porsonuol or with an even smaller staff, hr. Poch 
rocoivod the order to vrri: out a written report about tte result of his 
investigation, with roepoot to every doportuciit so that if any complaints 
ncro nado by tho military authorities it could bo prsvod that Far ben had 
dono its duty end tiiat it ms n »t overstaffed, . icch >r his deputy Dochnort 
inspected tho na-iagouait dopartaont free this point of ‘view. 

Q. TIoro hr. Dcolmort or Jr. Pech p rticulai-ly suitable to evaluate 
the fiold of tas!a of tho uanagenont department dye stuffs because of 
thoir training, iToro tlicy? 

A. Ho, in no lajr at all* I trould designate thoso gontlooon as 
administrative efficiency experts. They cculd state ‘how a certain process 
could be done most Cjuichly anil with as little pcrsonnol as pos9iblo, 

^ techaniattxon, ate. but they really e raids'*. ^udgo the. technical field 
af warlt of the management department, and that wasn't really thoir tas!:, 
ihey were not directed to investigate the management department with 
respect to its tasks, division of responsibility, ctc» They only could 
tell tho head of that department, "lour dophrtocat has fifteen pCoplo, 
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In ny opinion as an efficiency expert, I think that you need then all, 
or that you only need ton and you can do without five, etc. 8 

Q. Then, Ur. auglcr, An I correct in assiuins .that this report 
was one of nsny vliich Dr. ?cch aadc on all tlw dopartoonts of tho 
Grueneburg house? 

A. That is correct. This document is only a snail oxoorpt of the 
nany reports nado by Dr. Fech in tho course of tho Unruh action. 

Q. That will suffice. 

Tour Honor, this c.ocuaont constitutes only a part of tho roport. 

I ask for pemission, in order to present a ccoploto picture to you, to 
road the lost four lines of the roport into tho rccord. "’Hie staff decre¬ 
ased froa thirty-throe ncubers before tho war, to clovon", and then tho 

last sentence: "In occordanco with tho tasks to bo porfonaod and with 

% 

tho typo of tie cork, this dopartuont cannot bo eotttidurod to bo over¬ 
staffed and, in addition, carries out its tasks according to tho staff 
available." 

Ur. Kuclor, I shall now turn to tho lost orfiibit, 2152. This Is 
a lottor by tho coiadssar aanagoaant of Aussie to tho Idnistry of 
Sconojaics, dated 26 October 1938. Did you writo t'mt lottor? 

A. Yes. 
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Q. In tliia letter a conference is mentioned -,dth tho Plenipotentiary 
for Special Questions of Chcnical Production. Please tell no whether 
you woro asked to attend this conference or nhqthor this conferonco was 
duo to your own initiative? 

A. I was asked to attend the conference, 

Q. During tiiat conference woro any directives issued to you? 

, 9 

A. l'os. In order to illustrate tho bac!;grouad of this conforenco, 
lot no stato briofly that shortly after i*y arrival at Aussig various Hoick 
agoncios sent visitors to ao. These wore gontlonon fros the Amy Ordnance 
Offico, gontlonon free tho Offico of tho Four Tear Plan. Dr. Ritter was 
among then, who already arrived at Aussig on the 12th or 13th of Octobor, 
end thoro were gontlcucn fren other Roich agoncios, Those gontlonon, on . 
tho ono hand, wanted to gain a to picture of Uio situation in tho 
Sudotongau, tho situation of plants in which they wore interested and, on 
tho othor hand, .iado certain proposals as to wtiat could bo producod in 
tho Sudotongau. Obaorving ay duties in ay capacity as a neutral trustoo, 

I gave information to those gentlemen and in particular to tho gontlonon 
of tho Four Year Plan and of tho Arty Ordnanco Offico I said that tlioy 
noro actually putting quostions to no to which I either could not or 
aust not ansrror in iy capacity as a trustee. As a result of tay attitude 
in this regard, that conforenco took * lace in Berlin which is mentioned 
on pago 3 of tho docunont, third paragraph, tfiat \rza on tho 26th of 
Octobor 1930. I was asked to go to 3erlin wlwru I attondod this conference, 
I then wroto about it in tho lottor to tho R,ich iinistry of Economics 

as follows: "ConfQrvnees in that regard took place this morning in tho 

• . 

offico of tho .’icnipotc.itiary for Special Questions of Chemical Pr Auction, 

Dr. Krauch, and in the course of the discussions tlx: commissar management 

was asked to assist in the .planning of new plants proposed for Aussig 

and Falkonau for tho production of gasoline, gernfin, etc." I don't want 

to go on quoting, but I want to mention one noro sentence. I should lilco 

to point out that this participation of mine went already beyond ty 

original instructions a conaissar. I further oontion to the Reich Ministry 
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of Economics that I aa not sure as to what extent I could participate in 
such projects without approval of the Prager Vcrcin. It becomes apparont 
freo the further contents of the letter what this was all about. New 
investments and new plants were discussed with capital investments of 
altogether sixty million marks. The entire value of Aussig-Falkonau only 
amounted to twenty-eix nil lion narks. 

Q. I thin!:, iir. Kugler, you have explained that sufficiently. 

Only one or two nore questions. Did Far ben approach you with the 
request to follow up such plans? 

A. Counsel, for clarification, let bo state one noro thing. You 
wore asking ae whether the plans were actually carried out or not? 

Q. TTell, I wanted to ask you that later. 

A. Veil I tliink tiiat is what you should ask no non. Do you want 
no to answer now? 

Q. Yea, if you would be kind enough* 

A. Nothing happened os a result of all thoso projects. Tho gontloum 

from Berlin had rather confused idoas. That particularly appliod to tho 

coal fiolds of tivo Avssig and Falkonau territory. Tho gasoline and 

0 • 
parafin production which in itsolf was to amount to over fifty million 

narks was impossible at Aussig and Falkonau, os it vas chown lator, 

because thoro wasn»t enough coal. Tho coal which wo had in tho tliroo 

ninos was only sufficient for our own daaairls'end would havo lasted for 

only about thirty to forty years. If all those other products were to 

bo prcductcd, wc would havo used up. our stocks within a yoar or two. 

Q. iJ*. Auglor, projects aro often carried through which arc 
unreasonable from an economic poi.it of vicn;. That is wliy I put this 
question to you. ’./as anything over done with rospoct to the 30 projects? 

A. Tho stabilized calcium hypochlorite was not produced. Fog acid 

t 

was not produced. Gasoline and parafin waro not produced. Tho latter 
was produced later in a largo plant of tho Jfanrmn Goo ring Wcrko near 
Bruex ana Dux, a coal area. The only product -.rtiich was producod at all 
in this fiold was hexa-chlorl,'e-cthano which was already mentioned. This 
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ras produced in tiie ;!cich plant in the years 1 9U2 tc 1913. Ifcxa- 
chlorine-ethano in a rather harmless product aud only compounded with 
Zink dust it results into fog. If you don't add t!sat, it.can bo used 
as moth ponder, I use it at hcoo in ay cupboard. 

Q. I don't know ubothor you replied to qy previous question. After 
you have told us tliat theso suggestions wore node to the cccnissar by 
tJic stato I asked you utethar Far bon was in any '.ray connected with this 
cattor. Did For ben make any suggestions? Did they issue any orders? 

A. Ho, in no Tray at all. 

Q. I think that will suffice. 

A. I acted as a neutral truatoo and as a plenipotentiary of tho 
Ministry of EcououLcs, If tho nholo of this lottcr is road then it can 
be soon that it roprosont a a cry for help on pert to ny boss, tho Roioh 
Ministry of ikionouics. "Ploaso toll do what to do. A number of pcoplo 
are approaching no. ltioy want sodo thing fren no. If I an to roaliio 
thotr alas thou I don't know whoro to toko tho uonoy from nor how I can 
Justify that to tho proper owner, tho Prager Veroin." That is tho sonso 
of that latter, 

DR. I have no furthor questions. 

HE PRESU£I:7i Anything furthor free dofense? 

Anything from Uio prosocution? 

DR. (UOlIt I have no question in rocross. I gave• to tho defendant 
and dofansa counsol ono docusont boforo tho luncheon roocss which I would 
no^liko to introduce. fliis is HI 15220 and *t nay go in as Prosocution 
Rxhibit 2153. Shis ia tho defendant Kuglcr's lottor to tho defendant 
von Schnitzlcr of ifcy 12, 19lil. It is being introduced with roforcnco 
to what this defendant testified on in redirect in connection with our 
Sthibit 21ii3 rfiich was introduced yesterday. I particularly rofor to pago 
2 of both the 2ngl±sh and the' Goman alaoogropbod copies, item 06 of tho 
document. 

THE HESpSIT: Just a mooent, Dr. Mention. Hiat is Document 15220? 

DR. HSOEUft 15220. 
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TO BESBREi lad it is your 2rhibit 2153. 

DR. 2xl>i*ait 2153. 

?:a miasm?:: vary r»n. 

DR. ORT: Your -fonor, it is tr»\a that *r» ilomoan informally ^ 
handed this doonzoxt to no. I do -.rant to put a question, haxovor, *.rhct'.:or 
it is adaissiblo to introduce this docraant rot after the examination has 
b-on concluded. ?or that reason I should liLo to object to tho introduction 

$ I 

of that document. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Wall, the rules that cover natters of that kind 
are not invariable. If the Defense counsel have not been taken by 
surprise and have had the document, as the Prosecution has indicated, 
in advance, and had notice that the Prosecution intended to offer tho 
document, no harm is done the Defense, unless it is a fact that they 
may vdsh to ask the defendant something about it. 

four objection is overruled. But if, within the rules of direct 
or redirect examination, you want to interrogate the defendant about 
it, do it very briefly, we will perait you to do it. 

Is there anything further you want to make inquiry about? 

DR. KRAFFT (Counsel for defendant Kugler): In that case I should 
like to afford kr. Kuglcr an opportunity to state his position with 
respect to this document and with respect to the sentence Just quoted by 
Ur. Newman. 

THE PRESIDENT: If the defendant has something to say about it, and 
it would not take too ouch time to do it, we will afford you that oppor¬ 
tunity. 

WITNESS: Uy position will be very brief. I have already road 
that document. The sontenco which was quoted rtien the document wan in¬ 
troduced, considered in the light of ray statements during rodirect ex¬ 
amination, gives no occasion for any further explanations. From a fac¬ 
tual point of view, it covors exactly what I have already testified, 

# 

about the way this contract came about And it illustrates all that I 
said about the produits divers (various products) and d eveloproents fu¬ 
tures (the future developments). This letter as a whole is an excel¬ 
lent proof and it shows that ono cannot state that Farben prepared 

«• • 

drafts of the contracts and submitted then to the Frenchmen for their 
signature. On the contrary, there were discussions ahd-conferences 
lasting for months, and in that way the structure of the contract was 

0 

arranged. 

DR. KRAFrT: Your Honors, I £»ve no further questions. 
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THE PRESIDENTS Then the witness is excused. 

('.fitness Hans Kugler excused). 

DR. ASC HEM ALTER (Counsel fordefendant Gattineau): Ur. President, I 
cust ask for your indulgence if I appear now before this Tribunal be¬ 
cause, actually, I intended to renaih before the Comission. But a 
rather confusing natter came up during the Commissioner's hearing The 

9 

Prosecution naa just now suboitted Document 3763 into evidence. They 
offered it. I objected to the introduction of that document. The matter 
is as follows. By way of cross-examination, by a deviouo route, the Pro¬ 
secution is trying to introduce a document which actually should have 
been introduced a long time ago. The document bears the date of 29 Jan- 
uary, 1947. It should havo been introduced before, especially because 
I am thinking that by way of rebuttal only new documents can bo submit¬ 
ted. 

With respect to the cross-examination, the matter is as follows. 
During the Commissioner's hearing the witness Rcithinger was questioned 
about an affidavit *iich he nado in the caao of Ilgner portaiming to VCWI. 
If I now look through the afiidavit which was introduced by the Prosocu- 
tion, one can see already from looking at the titles that thie affidavit 
is in no way at all connected with VOWI. Thoro aro three titles con¬ 
tained in that affidavits One, "The Foundation of tho Economic-Politi¬ 
cal Department;" two, "Gettineau's Appointment as Hoad of tho WIPO; and * 

• • 

three', Tho Activity of the WIPO"/ 

I can't understand how this affidavit can have anything to do with 
the activity of the VOWI. 

THE PRESIDE.-JT: Counsel, let mo sey that tho Tribunal is in no po¬ 
sition to pass on a matter of that kind until tho transcript of the pro¬ 
ceedings are before us. If your position is sound—and I emphasize tho 
"if—you need not havo any concern about it. In other words, if it is 
not proper cross-examination, it will be stricken out. But you cannot 
expect us todetcroine that matter until wc have the transcript of vhat 
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went on fcefore tho Commissioner, as well as the affidavit that was the 
subject of the cross-examination, before us. 

Now, as soon as the transcript of tho proceedings before Judge 
Crawford are available, if you will give us e aemrandum of any rulings 
that you think were inproper, I scan any admissions of evidonce that 
you think wero improper, the Tribunal will promptly pass on that. Ho 

f 

can't do it beforehand; it would just simply be impossible to resolve 
all the controversies of fact that would probably arise between Dofonse 
and counsel for the Prosecution until wo have the papers before us. 

DR. ASCHENAUERj Your Honors, lot os add tho following in that case. 
I am concerned with the following question. An affidavit of the Proso- 
cution is before us. On the basis of this Prosocution affidavit I have 
to cross-examino Ur. Reithinger. ,\a long as tho affidavit is not ad¬ 
mitted,. as long as no ruling has been made with respect to ay objec¬ 
tion, I an not in a position to cross-examine Ur. Reithingcr, end I era 
really not Interested in dsing that. 

Consequently, unloss a ruling is nodo, either today or tomorrow, 

Ur. Roithingcr, after the objection has boon ruled upon, has to be 
brought to N’urnborg again. 

THE PRESIDENT: Just a moment. Counsel, lot mu suggest to you that 
what you should do, it would appear, under tho circunstrnccs, is to 
state on the record of tho Commission th.-t you think tho document is not 
proper crcjs-cxanination, that you are going to ask tho Tribunal to 
strike it out, but that without waiving that you will now cross-oxaraino 
the witness, and go on and conduct your cross-examination. Then, if wo 
find your position a* wrong, the cross-examination will be in tho record. 
If wj find that your position is well taken, the document and your cross- 
exeaination will bo out of 'the record. 

Now, you can do that without waiving anything just by stating on 
the record that you expect tho Tribunal to pass on your nation, and you 
we not waiving it but that you are cross-examining the witness in order 
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to protect your record in the event the Tribunal should'rule against you 
on your notion to strike the exhibit. And then as soon es the trans¬ 
cript is available, if you will call it to our attention and give us a 
citation to the English page of the trasneript, wc will promptly pass 
on the notion. 

DR. . : 5CHEN UER: Your Honor, one moment, please. I have already 
nade that objection. Cross-examination puts me before a problem. There 
is a conflict of interests in the course of *hich I nay perhaps mako an 
application with respect to a contempt of court action. For that reason 
I an not interested in carrying on a cross-oxenination if that may bo in 
connection with that natter. For that reason it is necessary that the 
objection be ruled upon beforehand. 

THE PRESIDENTi Counsel, you will have to d otormino for yourself 
"hich fork of the road you wish to travel. You can waive tho cross- 
examination, stand on your position with roferonco to the document; or 
you can reserve tho right to cross-examine the witness subject to your 
right to renew your objection bofore the Tribunal: I an sorry wo cannot 
help you out on that. You will have to make your own decision, but you 
will not be hurt if you do cross-examine tho witness and then if tho doc- 
ummt is stricken from tho ovidenco, tho cross-oxaninntion will go out 
and tho matter will stand without the docuoont before tho Tribune!. 

Now, as I said bofore, we cannot ppss on the merits of that con¬ 
troversy until we see tho record and have tho affidavit before us. But 
in the raeenwhilo, it is ono of those responsibilities that counsol boars 
whon he enters this profession of ours. 

And the Tribmal will rise for r little rccoss right now. 

(Tho Tribunal recessed for fifteen minutes). • 
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(after recess) 

THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is again in session. 

JUDGE HERBERT: Just one moment, Dr- Sieeers, before you start, I 
want to make a very brief announcement. The Prosecution has distribu¬ 
ted, I understand, or hrs had distributed. Book I containing cortain 
documents which it proposes to introduce as Rebuttrl ovidence. Tho 
English copy of that book is also av.-iilable. Earlier in the week, 
some of the Defense counsel spoke to us about having those documents 
available at the errliost poseiblo time, and wo think it would facili¬ 
tate matters groatly if wo could set asido about ono-half hour tomor¬ 
row iirmedlately after the noon recess, at which time tho Prosecution 
a>uld offer those documents to the Tribunal and the Tribunal will, of 
course, tako under advisement, the question of whether they are or are 
not proper rebuttal documents. So, if there is no objection 4 we will 
follow that procedure of sotting aside onc-hrlf hour beginning at ono- 
thirty tomorrow, for tho presentment of thoso rebuttal documents. 

DR. SEiERS (Counsol for Dr. von Schnitslor): 

With tho permission of the Tribmal I should now like to offor my 
documents. I begin with Document Book I. I offer Schnitalor Documont 
9, as Exhibit 9. This is the examination of Dr. Schncht, of 9 Septem¬ 
ber, 1946, before tho International Military Tribunal, and is with ref¬ 
erence to the campaign fund for the Reichstag olection in March, 1933* 

Pcrbcn's participation in this campaign fund has been cited by tho 
Prosecution as circumstantial evidence under Count I. Dr. Schocht 
arid before the International Military Tribunal, in his second answor, 
that ho would participate, (in this campaign fund) I quote, "Vory well, 
if it is not for your Party clono". Then at the end of the page I quoto 

e 

his answor: "Fbr the Hugcnbcrg Party, tho Volkspartei end Hitler". 

The next document. No, 10, I offer as Exhibit 10. This is tho ex¬ 
amination of Dr. Hjaimer Schacht on 21 July, 1947, on the same subject, 
the campaign finds for the ReichStag election of March, 1933. In tho 
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Flick trial, when he was examined by Dr. Dix. I nay add that I will pre¬ 
sent only a very littlo of this, because the Tribunal will recall that 
Dr. Flick was examined by me hero in the Courtrooa end he doscribed the 
details of this. I w>uld merely like to ask you to givo special atton- 
tion to Dr. Schecht's answer on page 9. I quotes "Thon a roprosontr- 
tivo of the Goraan People's Party arose and said: ‘My party, - the 

9 

German People's Party, - will Join in this coalition during tho eloction, 
and therefore I move that the German People's Party, too, should havo a 
share in this fund'. ..nd the decision was made accordingly. Therefore, 
collections for the fund woro ando for the three parties, tho Gorman 
Hationals, (DeutschnationAlo) tho German People's Par.ty (Deutsche Volka- 
partoi) and the National Socialist party." 

I may remind you that Dr. Flick n'do tho same statement, and addod 

e 

that the representative of tho Gcronh People's Party was tho roproaont- 

0 

ativo of Farbtn, and that as • reprosontrtives of Frrbon thoro woro pro- 
eont Dr. von Schnitzlcr and a second gentleman. Dr. Flick romombors 
this because Schnitzlcr wes next to him at this mooting. 

Then I should liko to ask you to look at page 11, tho lust para¬ 
graph at tho bottom, and oago 12 rt tho top. I quote i 

"At the most, wo woro concerned with a sum of about two million 
Narks which Hitlor could have used for his party. Naturally ho could 
ha.vo obtained that nonoy quito o*siiy privately; that is to say, he 
could havo obtained it from individual fims or persons. Formerly, too, 
the parties handled such mettors in such e way that they did not call a 
conferenco but approached individuals." 

I bolievo that this testimony has special weight, buc-uso Dr. 

Schacht was the greatest banking expert in Germany at that period. 

I now leave this subjoct and offer as Document 11, Exhibit 11, r 
short article published in tho "Frankfurter Volksbla.tt" on 14 March, 1933. 
It concorns the fact that on a day Wion Swastika flags were flying every¬ 
where, the big Ferben .dministrative Building in Frankfurt did not dis¬ 
play the flag. The Frankfurter Volksblatt became quito excited rbout 
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this, and said that this indicated Farben's attitude in not displaying 
the new flrg. 

I offer this document to show that it was known in the Press what 
has been mentioned hore frequently before, - that Farbcn was not as a. 
whole, pro-Notional Socialist. 

I now offer as Document 12, and Exhibit 12, an excerpt from the 
book of Winston Churchill, "Croat Contemporaries", Lonuon, 1935. This 
document was introduced as Racder Exhibit 18 in the EfT trial. The 
English text is on pago 17, tho Comm text on page 18. Churchill says: 
■It is not possible to form a Just judgaont of a public figure who has 
attained the enormous dimensions of .Half Hitler until his lifo work as 
a whole is before us. although no subsequent political action can con¬ 
done wrong deods, history is replete of examples of men who have risen 
to power by employing stem, grim and even frightful methods but who 
nevertheless, when their life is revorlcd as a wholo, havo been regardod 
as great figuroa whoso livos havo enriched tho story of mankind. So 
nay it bo with Hitler-. Such r final view is not vouchsafed to us to¬ 
day (written in 1935). Wc cannot tell whether Hitler will be tho man 
who will onco again loosen upon tho w>rld another war in which civili¬ 
zation will irretrievably succumb, or whether ho will go (town in his¬ 
tory as the nan who restored honor and peace of mind to tho groat Ger¬ 
manic nation and brought it back severo, helpful and strong, to the 

forefront of tho European family circle. It is enough to say that both 

• 

possibilities are open fi the present moment. If, bocause tho story is 
unfinished, bccauso indeed its most fateful chapters have yot to bo 
written, wo are forced to dwell upon the darker sido of his work ahd 
creed. Wc oust never forgot nor cease to hope for. the bright alterna¬ 
tive." 

I believe that if such a great u?n as Churchill thought this in 
1935, the Prosecution cannot demand of these industrialists that they 
should nave had core insight. 
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I* Document 13, Sxhibit No. 13, I offer en excerpt from the Voel- 
kiacher Eoobechtcr of 20 Docecber, 1936. Tho Court will ronombor that 
the Prosecution has cited as farther circumstantial evidence of sup- 
port of Hitler's aggressive plans by F»rbon, the fact that Dr. von 
Schnitzlcr was present on the 7th of Docenber, 1936, at tho spooch of 
Gocring and Hitler at tho Preusscnhaus, and two days later gave tho 
other Vorstand members a confidential report on this mooting. 

This document refutes this evidence because, at tho same time, or 
rather, if I remember correctly, one day before Schnitsler reported 
about these speeches, they had alroady been published in the nowapwpers 
If I remember correctly, I may Just add this. This speech wes 
published in the Times, too. Unfortunately, I have not yot boon ablo 
to get hold of this edition from tho year 1936, but hero wo are inter¬ 
ested in conditions in Germany. The document shows that this sponch 
become known to tho go nor al public in Germany. 


29 April 48-A-SV-23-1—I la Stewart (von Sch-n) 
Court 6, Case 6 


In this connection, I nay refer yju particularly to Page 21, where 
atier said in hi# speech to industry, *7ho word 'inpossible' does 
not exist here". I nay also reoind you that Dr. Plick on the stand 
took this renark to show that Hitler's dcaands on industry were con¬ 
stantly increasing and constantly beeoao noro dictatorial. 

As D-cuaent 14 and Exhibit 14, I offer an affidavit of the State 
Secretary of the P-'reign Office, Dri Bichard ton Euehlcann, who was 
ta“wn as such bef-re 1933. I believe that it ie of opecial significance. 
Pleaso consider that Dr. von Euehlnann had nothing whatever to do 
with Hati-nal S-'clalisn. I shall quote: 

"Proa 1899 until 1918, I was in tho Goman Dip lunatic Sorvico; 
froo 1907 until 1914 I was lobassy Counsellor at tho C-ernan Eabasoy 
in London. My relations with proninent British politicinno, among 
then in particular Winston Churchill, date back to this ttuo. Hot 
only did 1 maintain those relations after ay rotlronont, but also 
aftor 1933". 

MB. SPHLCHiP: Mr. President, tho Prosecution objects to this 
affidavit on tho groiods of rolovancy. Vhcthor or not Winston Churchill 
in 1937, bolero ho ha* a position in tho British Covornnont, noy havo 
urgod this particular nan to Join tho Inti party for any particular 
reason, scorns to us utterly roaeto fr>a any of tho iosuoo in this case. 

DR. SIxKLRS: Tour Honors, the Prosocution hao ropeatodly -nndo 
nontion of tho oxtont to which industry, and 7arbon in particular, 
exported national S^cialioa ana Hitler. Thoy havo pointed cut to 
vhat extent and undor what circunstancos various corabors of industry, 
and Pnrbon, Joined the Party tc testify to thoir allegianco to tho Party. 

°thor connections with various Party ‘Tganisatiens havo boon ox- 

e 

pounded here at groat length. If tho industrialists and economists 

e 

aro to bo reproached, of if this is to bo evidence egainst then, it 
cocas t" mo of groat significance to detemine what opinion was hold 
In the year 1937 by ouch a clover son, - ouch a famous nan, - as Win- 
aton Churchill. Therefore I ask that you accept this affidavit and 
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the decisive p-'lnt is — 

Mr. ?ro3ident, nry I sHy just one sentence to explain the rolo- 
vancy? I should like to quo to a sentence froe Page 2: 

’After 1937 Churchill triod hard to persuado me to bocono a Party 
neaber. If petals like ao stayed o#ay ooderato opinions would never 
be voiced in the HSDAP, leave alone gain tho upper hand. Ho told no that 

f 

in political life it was at tines icpossible to avoid throwing ono’s 
pot ideas overboard snetinoe, — *Hcv often had ho boon forcod to do 
this whon entering a new cabinot; I was clinging too stubbornly to old 
idons". 

I beliovo in this connection it tudccs no diffcronco wliothor Chur¬ 
chill was a noitfccr of tho (Worraent at that particular tino or not. 

Vhat I io interested in horo is to ■h-'w how a foreigner of tho impor¬ 
tance «f Churchill, saw conditions in Oornany, *r.A that a forolgnor 
liko Churchill did not expect aggrostivo plans at that tino, ns Kuohl- 
wwn soys in tho preceding paragraph. This applies in tho nano way to 
tho govornnont ncabort Chaaberlain and Halifax — 

THE PRESIDENT: If there lo any n ason to boliovo that thin af¬ 
fidavit was a pattom of any vory extensivo quantity "f cvidonco to 
bd offorod, tho Tribunal would bo rnthor incllndod t« ourvoy thlo 
subjoct quito critically. But since it soeos to bo noro or loos of 
its own, md stand on its own bottoo, os a single affidavit, wo wo 
hardly preparod to say that it night not possibly havo s^o probotivo 
valuo, and tho objection is ovorrulod and it will bo ndnlttod in cvi¬ 
donco, 

Vo will indulge in tho sano privilege that counsol has fru tino 
to tino used hore, and soy th?t that is not to bo. conoidcrod as a 
val7or. If thero is too quch of thAt, wo night rosurvey tho subjoct, 
and night ro-«ch a difforont conclusion. Just for the prosent, tho <'*- 
Joction is overruled, and tho dccunont is in evidence for vMtovor it 
aay bo worth, if anything. 
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IE* SiatSS: As Dccoacnt 15, Exhibit 15, I offer the Joint otato- 
nont of Hitler end Chaaborlain in Munich, of 30 Soptoober, 1939. It 
wr 3 accepted at Haeder Exhibit 23 , at the Di? trial. Thin io tho ono 
j~lnt declaration of Chamberlain and Hitler, according to which Gormany 
and England declare that thoy will never again wage war against ono an-thor, 
and that tho Munich agreement is to oontributo towards so curing the poaco 
of Europe. 

I offor this docuaont In order to ohov that 'ooaoono who was not 
diroctly connected with Hitler, c-uld not auapoct, in view of ouch 
a Joint declaration together with foroign govornnont sonboro, what 
Hitlor waa intending and planning for that tiao, or a later timo. 
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me next document is LIo. 16, Zxhibit 16. ‘.'sis is Hitler's speech 
of 5 .!oveiib;r 1. 37 to the CcaAnders in Chief in tie heich Chancellery. 

It was usee as liflibit 2^-US in the EJ Trial, azid it is one of tie 
so-called toy-docracnte of the EJ Trial. I ohouTt like to offer this 
a.*S tie foil sing \-ey-dociaents because in 13 * opinion, according to the 
ILT Judgment, it is decisive whether or not one attended the aeetings where 

t 1 

Hitler spoke or cziiizC axact knowledge of t.esi records in some other way. 
This is, as I say, t:o basis of tie ILT Judgro..t end can be understood on]*- 
if one coheres f.cso documents with tie *CJf dudsmiit. 

IT.. iSlJJ:r. President, particular?;* in view of tio fact that 
the Prosecution's off or of “'.•'all Grue.i" (Case .rco;i), tie plan and revised 
plan of Hitler ad hio ai.Utary strategists to invade Csochoslovalcia, at 
a tine which I \zxxt you are advised of frou both t:.o E!T decision and 
frea tiat doer.* t, ad the fact that Dr. Dionors objected to that 
document, X*u eonsdict at a loos tp under*tad 1 *. oiemer'a tieory now 
■s to why the Gciiultelcr Documents 16 through 20 are ralova.it hero, 
fcwever, tiers is a ftarthar point I'd like to u*t before you, naaoly fat 


the .notion of the Dofonse to dlsaias tie Indiot;* 2 t as to all of these 
defendants on Count ne—I think often referr-d to os tho "von Uetzlor 


Motion"—and t o Prosecution's a.iswer thereto, ' avo gone into tho question 
of these so-called special neetings of t.» (ay strategists. And tie 
Prosecution end. f.a Licfcase have nade their >os .tior. concerning that point 
rtt-ier clear to Ion* Ib.iors. L'ow, we don't know, :ji vir.r of that, whether 
,! * should reaT;- :nlx an objection to tho individual docuaents or not. I 
just raised tint for Lovr Honors' consideration bcc.ruse t/e wero sooanhat 
confused after tlio ruXiag on "Fall Green" as to Just exactly what our 
Position should bo. T.o don't want to be la a;-. z-xoasletent position, end, 
on the ot.ier half, ne think fiat that is pobab?;* stare in the nature of 
brief aaterial, as I shall suggest with respect to a number of other 
docuaents wli5.cn Dr. GLanors lias here, than it 5.s in the nature of new 
proof which vot&C have a.;-* particular bearing here at this tiac. 

Kt. Si'f.'ibj: .'Sr. Ircsiderit, aay I answer 7r. Sprocher's remarks? 

1?553 
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T.E PTlJSiy^iT: 1 t.:lnk not. Dr. Slencrs. I once had the unhappy 

experience of arguing Tilth the Court, and I fo.nd out afterwards it was 

0 

about to rule with ao until I talked; and then it ruled against me. So 

perhaps you'd hotter not say anything. 

The objection will be overruled upon this ti.cory: that as to thoco 

utters, these <sdii&ts—and particularly I'n spooling non of tie on that 

is immediately before us, 16—nay thro? sane light upon the factual 

• 

background of the 23 Judgment itself. And I may say that it's the view 
of the Tribunal that so fer as the Judgment of tiic E3 is concerned it 
speaks for itsolf, and we would take judicial knarledfie or notice of it. 

But it's also our view that as to evidentiary natters that were in the 
IkT Case we would hot tako Judicial knowledge of it, and that is proper. 

If the exhibits are pertinent as to a.»y natter that's within tho purview 
of this case, to offor then in evidence os exhibits in this case. Looling 
ahead, I may say that that is not the situation to cno of your aubsoquo.it 
docunonts down hero-ilo. 21—which appears to bo, Dr. Sieaers, And excerpt 
from the J n dg.ent itsolf. That lias no place in cvldoncc before this 
Tribunal, becauso tho 23 Judgmont is befora csj and as to that it should 
not be lntroduood in ovido.ice. ftit sinco you .xvo already had it processed 
and I'.avo it in your book you nay nark it for identification only, if it 
is a mattor of convo.xjr.co for your use in arguing or briefing your caso. 

Tho objection to ISdiibit 16 is overruled. Xou nay continue. 

DR. SZSlHSt Then, I offer Docuwonts 16,17,1C, 19, and 20, as 
Inhibits 16,17,10,19, and 20, respectively'. And According to the state *ont 
of tho President, Docmeat 21 will bo narked Kiibit 21 for identification. 

I should li!» to sa; nerely a few words about these documents so 
that I nay be understood. ?rina facie ic*. Sproclior is not wrong If ho 
says that I objected to the "Fall Gruen," but I believe it was logical. 

i.-.e legal questions in circumstantial evidence arc difficult. Die Pros- 

# 

ecution had to prove t!iat the "Fall Gruen" was known to the defendants, 
wS 1 ,;as to prove that they were not familiar with the "Fall Gruen. 

T^at is rhy I objected because the trial reveals that the defendants wore 
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not Iasi liar with tcie docunsnt. Has, it is aiaSlay with these key- 
docuaents. In xgj opinion, the Prosecution -aist prove, on tiie basis of 
the IU Jm ’ fe-ar.t, t^iat the defendants were fadliar with these key- 
cocuaonts, or attended tie emetines. If I no: atto. .pt to prove that they 
-ere not present, tiien _ do so ty put tins those icy-docurwnts' in evidence 
bscauso those documents contain lists of those present. The document 
itself shows that idi dcfjndants were not present. *.7ith respect to 
Doeumont 16 I ray refer to Page 23 where there is a list of those jjroso.it. 
Tacro arc only five of tho then highest political and military poraaiaUtiosj 
Hlraborg, Fritsch, itacdor, Goering, and von Ifcurath. 

**• Fuhape, just to save tin l$* stipulation, if wo 

havon«t alroedy :*do it clear by the answer to «:c so-called "von Jijtzlor 
Ibticn," wo not* stipulato that nono of those individual defo.idants attended 
iny of those four eouforenoos or tho conforo.iccs referred to by thuso 
so-called four Uop-doemonts. ’ • ’ 

TI3 vssaoaxt Vory well. That is a say.. , l of tioj and takes tliat 
issue out of cav-rovcrscy. 

El. S;23l3i Then, I should liko to as:: JV. Uproeher whether ho 
is roady to stipulate also that nono of tic go.stl .an had any knowledge 
of these doer, icnts beforo 19U5. 

7H.! .VJGCjC* lieu, lie. Sproclicr n*y o-isi/or for himself as to 

& 

wither or not ho wishes or is willing to ua'» any such stipulation, 
lit. SHdK li’.s '.laterally I can't Stipulate to that fact. 

TK2 W2SSS.7I Vary well. Go ahead. Dr. Jic^ors. 

E.. SLIMS: V*io.i, this becomes a question of argument, asidu 
froa tho fact -iat tho Prosecution, according to the liJT Judgment and 
tw principles of t criiinal trial, is obligatod to prove that tho • 

CentLmeo had iaos.-lcd-c of these documents. «vo lists of those present 
»<w tiiat there woro always only the highest rAiitery and, in a few 
Cascs ' for «au:>la, in ilia caso of von jleurat.i, the highest political 

leaders. 

Thu doctt»p.ts s'.ior; that they wore top-eccret conferences with SLtlcr, 
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50 that the Prosecution really would have to— * 

TK2 PRSSHEI-T: ilcrr, Dr. Siesers, you have air-ady indicated that 
tfhich we t h i nk is clearly true. lour remarks now are purely and highly 
arsunwntativo. ho arc only concerned new in gatting the facts boforo 
us, and we havo alltxred what wo tliink will be amlo tiaa fox' you to 
argue your ease in duo course. Pleaso proceed with tho introduction of 
your docuisonts. 

DP.. SX15ZRS: Tho noxt dociaont which I offer is Docuncnt 22, an 
affidavit of ?rau Albrecht, as Sxhibit 22. Tiiis and the next two 
documents are offered to prove that in tho soco.xl half of August 1939, 

Dr. von Schnitslcr was not in Germany and consequently could not havo 
hoard anything of Utter** speech of 22 August or. tho Obarsalzborg. That 
is, by tho way, tire only aecting where there core a largo nunbor of 
p:oplo present, although thay wore only ailitaxy Jxn, At all tho othor 
djc tings tiicro only thro* four, fivo, or six people present. 

Frau Albrecht was t:»o socrotary, and hor alfidavit cortifios that 
Dr. von Schnitzlor, on tho 12th of August 193?, 'to .'.t to Ascona and frea 
t!ior- by car to Yugoslavia togethor with his daughter. She also says in 
th- second paragraph, tl» last sontonco, aixl I quotei 

"In view of uy husband's possinlsn I ms very impressed by tho fact 
that Iferr von Scimitalcr carefree and firmly believing that poaco would 
bj kopt, Trent to Yugoslavia in tho middle of August for several woeks.'' 
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DS. SXBOBS: As Exhibit Amber 23 I offer Docunent 23. on affidavit 
af Freu Bertha Boyer, el bo dealing with this trio abroad. Mrs Soy or 
testifies that hr*, von Schnitxler left a few days before Mr. von Schnitsler 
— lhat wither of then node any purchases of any osrt which would have 
teen natural if they had expected or been cortaln that a war was casing. 

She then certifies that Dr. von Schnitxler returned unexpectedly to 
Frankfurt at the very end of August. He was not expected back until 
oeptenber. 

Docunent 24 Exhibit 24 is an affidavit of Frau Lilly von Schnitxlor 
dealing with this trio abroad. I need quote only one sentence froa page 2 
thJ second sentence: "Early in the norning of 27 August ry husband 
received a telegraa signed by his colleague Uaibel which recalled hin to 
Frankfurt at once, without connentary. On the sane day we had been 
Invited to Castle Brdo for lunch, by Prince flegent Paul of Yugoslavia. 

I hurriedly drove ay husband to the railroad station so that he night 
g<t to Frankfurt by the shortest rcute." The docuaents show that 
Ik. von Schnitsler could not have known anything and was in Yugoslavia 
and quite carefree. That ends ay first docunent book. I shall begin 

2 . 

jcuaent 25 which I offer ns Exhibit 25, is a report of tho Chief 

y 

Of the General Staff of the United States Array, George Marshal, to the 
Socretary of W ar in Washington dated 1 Septenbor 1945. It was received 
in the IMT trial ao flaeder Exhibit 19. I refer to page 9 where Marshal 
•sys that no evidence was found that the Gercan High Conaand had had an 
«U inclusive strategic plan. In order not to waste tine I shall noroly 
ssk the Tribunal to take notice of the rest. Mr. Sprecher has Just 
told ne that this is on page 3 and 4 in the -nglish* If an exoort liko 
•“.ershal says that tho High Cccnand had no such plan, one con hardly 
assttje that the industrialists, who knew rauch less, had or supoorted any 
such plan. 

Soy I should like to offer soce documents and at tha eare tine make an 
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application. 'The Tribunal will recall that on 26 August 1947 I nado an 
application that ay client's affidavits be stricken or not adnitted into 
evidence. I should be grateful to the tribunal if now, when the trial 
has 'progressed soaevhat, this ruling could be considered again and that 
I night offer the next documents in connection therewith. Document 
Schnltzler Hunbdr 200 I would like to offer as Exhibit Nunber 26. 

That is an excerpt fron the transcript of the Flick trial of 6 November 
1947 concerning the inadniseibility of affidavits of defeaiante. I 
should like to refer especially to the statement of Judge Richmond to the 
execution saying - In the State of Indiana the affidavit would not be 


sdnissible." The president says, *So, it v<«ld not be adnissible at 


all in the State of Sew York either 


witness 


THE PRESIDENT: Does the prosecution object to that Exhibit! 

MR. SPR-OQR: Yes, Hr. President. 

THE PRESIDES!: Veil, that objection will be sustained. The part 


of the transcript of the Flick case that is offered as Exhibit 26 is 


not in the category of sene evidence or proof of any fact that night 


oroperly be brought before this Tribunal. All that is disclosed 


by this part of the transcript is some colloouy betvoen nenbers of the 


Tribuhal and counsel in the course of that trial — wo would take Judicial 


notice of that. If it Is not a ruling and is not evidence of some 
facts it has no place In this trial. So, counsel for the defense will 
not be hurt by bis own theory that if it establishes a precedent car shoes 
a ruling of the Flick cose it's before us anyway without any burdening 
of the record in this case. The objection is sustained. 


DR. SEMERS: Your Honors, then I nerely want to ask, with your 


permission, to give the document a number for identification, because 
I should like to use it for legel argument and it would then bo easier. 
TEE PRESIDES!: It has a number 26 but the objection to it is 


sustained and it is proper legal argument 


even narked for identification. I nay say that the port of it that ycu 
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quoted here doesn't disclose very much exceot some talk between counsel 
and members of that Tribunal. But ve need not vorry ourselves about 
that now. The objection is sustained. The document vUl carry Document 
Sunber 26 . 

JUDG* lioaais: I have had something on ay nind to say far some 
little tine with regard to docuaents that have been given numbers for 
Identification only and not introduced or received in evidence. I an 
afraid that there nay be sone misapprehension developed that will causo 
sone confusion in connection with briefing and arguing. Sow vfaen a 
docuient is narked for identification only end remains that way in the 
record, it's identified, filed with the Secretary General, but it does 
not become evidence. It is cot before the Tribunal for consideration. 
Therefore it is notproper to base any argument on that document, either 
in oral argunent or in the briefs. There is one exception to that rule 
ot it should be stated as on exception to * void confusion. 

That is where some document has been identified but the contents of that 
documents are the proper subject of judicial notice on the oart of the 
rlPinal- In that case, of course, the attention of the Tribunal nay 
to called to it either in oral rrguaent or in la-ief, rod counsel nay orguo 
that, not because it has been identified by a number in this record, 
but because it is e document of such inportanco and import that the 
Tribunal takes judicial notice of it. But unless you are dealing with 
that kind of a docunent, the giving of identified! on numbers does not 
Hring the docunent before the Tribunal for consideration, and your 
reference to such a document in argument, either by brief or orally, is 

inproper and, of course, will be entirely wasted, because the Tribunal 

• • 

*U1 not consider any arguaent based on documents presented for 
identification, with the one exception that-if the contents of the 
document ere something that the court vill take Judicial notice of, then 
it could be presented and argued to the court in any event and the 
identification number will mt destroy the status of the document as being 
3ad i{ which ve would take judicial notice. I have wanted to nako these 
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renerks for sene Una because I a.-* afraid, at least on the part of sone 
counsel, there has been the oisapprehension that vhen a docunent is 
identified only and in the record that it nay be the basis of discussion. 

THL FHASnEST: I nay say that uhat Judge Karris has said expresses 
the views of the Tribunal as a vhole and I an hopeful that it vill be 
of help in avoiding any nisunderstanding with reference to the state 

'9 l 

of our record. Tou nay continue. Dr. Sianers. 
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DR. SIBfBIS; If I understood the Tribunal correctly then in such a 
case as this I should ask you to take judicial notice of the transcript 

9 

of the Flick Case so that I will be able in ay argument to refer to it. 

JUDGE U0RRI5: Dr. Siemers, this is a very pertinent question because 

this ie a good illustration of what I have been trying to make clear. The 

9 • 

Judgment in the Flick case or ary rulings that have been made by the Tribu¬ 
nal in the Flick case are proper subjects of judicial notice. Your Exhibit 

0 

26 does not purport to be a ruling of the Tribunal, but merely some collo¬ 
quy between the members of the Tribunal. It may be that it ultimately re¬ 
sulted in a ruling and if it did it's proper for you to call our attention 

9 0 • 0 

to that ruling,.eithor in oral arguments or in briefs, whether it appears 

0 9 

in your document book or not, but strictly, your Bchibit 26 which you havo 

0 

identified and which has not been introduced in ovidonce, not being a ruling 

0 

or judgment of the Tribunal in ttao Flick Caso, is not a proper subject for 
our consideration. So that we are not interested in what Judge Richmond 
said or what the presiding judge said as individuals in that caso and ap¬ 
parently that ia all that your Exhibit 26 disclosos. 

• 0 

Now, have I still left the natter confused? If it ia, ask anothor 
question. 

DR. SIB!ERS: I believe it is quite clear. I merely brought this up 

0 0 

because, naturally, American trial procedure is not so familiar to tho Ger- 

0 0 

man defense counsel and, therefore, the opinion of two American judges 
here in this building seemed to me of some significance. I should merely 
like to mention if this conversation between the prosecution and the Flick 

judges led to no decision that was because the prosecution in tho Flick 

# • 

case did not offer any more affidavits of defendants, os far as I recall, 
with the exception of scee short affidavits which were stipulated by the 
Prosecution and tho Defense. Therefore, the Tribunal had no need to rule 
on this discussion. 

- • 0 

JUDGE IORRIS: I sec your point, but still, as a Latter of the record, 

0 

it isn't something that we can take judicial notice of, since it isn't a 
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ruling and since it isn't a part of the Judgnmt. 

ER. SIQGRS: I understand. I beg your pardon. 

Document 201 I offer as Exhibit 27. 

THE PRESIDENT: Tfe can save a bit of time here. I cay say to you. Dr. 
Siemera, that that is peculiarly the kind of a matter that the Tribunal 
vould judicially notice without proof. It purports to bo a proclamation 
of an official governmental body, a proclamation of Control G ouncil Tl. 

That does require no proof whatever. We'd notice that when it's called 

& • 

to our attention and no'll therefore take the liberty of givir« it #27 and 
marking it for identification, and to illustrate the point that Judgo Mor¬ 
ris undertook to mako a little Wiile ago. I'll say to you that that tequires 
no proof wftatovor and nay bo argued and briefod by just referring to it. 

rai « ht * at aoao time, ask you to go out and find the book and bring it 
to us Just as a matter of convenience so that we havo it, but it's before 
us, ipso facto. 

• • • 

DR. SIEMERS: Tho next document, #26, I offor as Exhibit 28. That is 
the record of the interrogation of tho so-called witnoss Dr. von Schnitz- 
ler by Hr. Sprechcr in tfumborg on 16 Fobruary 1947. Tho Tribunal will ro- 
raomber that in the session of 2 September 1947 this record was offored but 

it was not offerod as an exhibit. I should like to put it into evidence 

• # 

now, as Exhibit, 28 as proof that tho interrogation ms not in the proper 
form. As I said at that time, it is difficult for mo to know American Trial 

• • 0 

principles in this fiold and, therefore, as I said at tho time, I havo to 

reply on what the American lawyers tell mo. I was told that this was ar. 

• • 0 

improper interrogation in thC senso la gal procedure, because at several 
points it contains improper statements. On tho one hand Dr. von Schnitz- 

• • f 

lor was already supposed to be ‘indictod and, yet, on the other hand, he was 
referred to the provisions of the Control Council law that ho-was obligated 
to testify or elso be liable the punhistaent and in tho third place because 

• 0 

he was told, and you will find this verbatim in tho index, "The law concern¬ 
ing refusal to make a true deposition is rather severe rath regard to per- 
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jurer3 or persons whose statements are not "true", and again: "Certain pu¬ 
nishments for perjury may bo more severe than those for participation in 
Geraen militarization." This latter remark meant to Dr. von Schnitzlcr that 
he had to be mro afraid of correcting former testimony than of ary admit¬ 
ting to aided Hitler. 

0 

UR. SPHECHER: Ur. President, I take setfere exception to that type of 
remark. 

THE PRESIDENT: Hell, that ia argumentative and it trill bo postponed 
until we come to tho timo for the arguaont and counsol may arguo it at that 
proper tioo. 

• # 

Tho document ia in ovidonco. Dr. Sieaers, as your Exhibit 28. 

# 

UR. SPREE HER: Ur. Preaidont, I havo ono question. It is a quostion as 
to v*other I should now particularly in view of that remark of Dr. Siomora' 
process tdiat was already road into this record onco boforo from on affi¬ 
davit, at tho time nhon Dr. Siemors nado his original objection to tho in- 

0 

troduction of any Schnitzlcr affidavits into evidence. At that timo, Your 
Honors, you will recall that I road furthor parts from tho interrogations 
of Dr. von Schnitzlor whore on several occasions ho stated that ho had 
mode all tho corrections which ho thought wore important and I will bo 
very glad to have that certified to, but if you will take - if Dr. Siemors 
will dopy that or doos dony it then I will bo glid to havo nnothor docu¬ 
ment submitted. 

0 • 

TOE PRESIDENT: Just a .recent, counsel, lot's keep this proccduro in 
the proper channels. Aro tho things you are referring to now in evidence, 

Ur, Prosocutor? 

0 

UR. SPRECHER: Mr. President, at tho time Dr. Siemors read cortain • 

parts of tho Schnitzlcr interrogation anl I read other parts. I had tho 

• 0 

original, initialed by tho defendant von Schnitzlcr, in ny hand at the timo. 
Tho defendant von Schnitzlcr has copies and always has had copies of those 
interrogations. 
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THE PRESIDENT: I cm just concerrcd with just one thir^ now end that 
is burdening the record by getting the same things in twice. If it's in 
ovidcnco there's no uso of your burdening the record by putting it in • 
again and, after aU, I suspect the orderly procedure is to postpone that 
until you got to your rebuttal and that will givo you tiao to detennino 

f * 

what you have in the rocord and what you dosiro to offor, but I don't 
think the Tribunal ought to anticipate and Bake rulings in advance of of- 
fors. You can detomino rfctthor or not you are satisfiod with tho rocord 

as it stands or whothor or not you have propor and compotont robuttal to 

^ _ 

offor. If you do,you can offor it and we can pass on tho competency of it 
at that time. 

• 0 0 

IK. SPRECHER: I con stato now, Ur. Pro aidant, in tho nbsonco of any 
challenge, that ny statement as counsol in this rocord was correct, a cor¬ 
rect reading of the original interrogation rocord. To cortninly do not 

intend to burden this record further. If Dr. Siemors challenges tho oc- 

0 

duracy of qy reading of that rocord before this Tribunal, thon wo wjuld 
take anothor courso. 

0 0 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, counsol, don't lot's got confused on semothing 

now. At this moment I havo no independent or dcpondeblo rocolloction os 

to what you are talking about. If you read something from somo purported 

stateount or affidavit in tho courso of a legal argument, don't bo raislod 

* * 

Jnto thinking that that is ovidcnco boforc this Tribunal. You nay hnvo, 
along in connection with a legal argument, read semothing from an affida¬ 
vit. I don't want you to construe any ruling that this Tribunal has mado 
that that suffices as proof of a controverted fact boforo the Tribunal. I 
am equally as firm in the view that tho Tribunal ought net to bo asked now 
to anticipate a question that nay ariso or express en advisory opinion as 
to whether evidence v»uld bo ccopotcnt. Dr. Sicnors is now introducing his 
documents. At the time ho concludes thee you can survey tho state of your 
record and act as you see fit as to whether or not you have some robuttal 
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to this., but I don't want you to be misled in sooo renark that the Tribunal, 

* 

or I may havo medo for the Tribunal, in connection with us accepting go- 

4 * 

no rally statcixnts of counsel. In adalnistrat ivo natters, routino mattora, 

I think I do recall saying that I assirvq that you all toll us the truth 
unless it is challenged, but that is no rule with respect to tho introduc¬ 


tion of e-vidorxo. 

Ifi. SPRKHER: Actually, it was intended to bo a reply to only what 
Dr. Sieoora had said because I on quito content with tho cxcorpts which 


Dr. Siaun has put in. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

• * 

DR. SISJ31SI Ur. President, I hopo I haven 1 1 mndo a ndstako, but I 

# • 

tiiought. Judging tho previous ruling, that it was poraissiblo with res- 
poet to records or other documents to offor only oxcorpts, tho onos that 


ore significant for no. 

THE PRESIDENT! That is correct. That is right. 

DR. SIEMENS: Then I offor Ebeuaent 2C2 as Schibit 29. It is an ox- 

4 * 

ccrpt from tho Judgnont of Military Tribunal I in Crxa 8, ID March 1948. 

TOE PRESIDED: That is narked for identification only because it is 
the kind of a document that the Tribunal would Judicially notice. 

MR. SPRECHER: ilr. Presiddnt, nay I no roly ask you to put a quostion 
mark bosido tho index? 

TOE PRESIDENT: Very wo 11, 

• • 

CR2 SUllHlS: Tho next doc urgent, #27 I offer as Qchibit 30. This is 
an affidavit of Mrs. von Schnitzlcr. I need not quote from it. I should 
nerely like to take one ronark in view of tho sossion of 28 August and 
2 September. 
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I to 3 not permitted to bring out et the tioo the o.uostion of pros sure 

0 

in 1945, and I did not offer any evidence. 3 ut I do boliovc that it is of 

0 

a certain interest to show what conditions woro at tho time, and thoreforo 

I Trent to offer this document which docs not concern ay client but concerns 

# 

lira, von Schnitzlor, her arrest while she was visiting hor husband by a mem¬ 
ber of tho American occupying forces, Ur. Sachs, who res at that time 
calling himsolf Troubotzki. 

UR. SPR 2 CHER: ilr. Prosidont, wo think that is an affidavit of tho sc- 
callod "smoqr" varioty and iw make an objoction to it. Tho fact that Mrs. 

von Schnitzlor claims to havo boon searched in a rathor undignified way 

# # 

after 3 ho had hiddon something in hor blouao, wc think, is a long way from 

having any relevancy to cny quostion in this case whatsoovor. 

« • 

THE PRESIDENT: TJoll, now, tho Prosecution is corroct in this regard. 

• 0 0 

This Tribunal, as such, of courso, is not concerned with rospoct to ary 
L-tpropor treatment that was accorded tho ttifo of tho defondant. Tho only 
wry that this would bo matorial from our standpoint w>uld bo whothor or not 
tho incidonts rocitod in tho affidavit took place in tho prosonco of tho 

doflondant or whothor ho know of tho incidont at tho timo or boforo ho was 

0 

intorrogatod. If it occurrod in his presence, of if ho had information 

• • 

lator that this had occurrod, it might bo a circuastcnco to bo taken into 
account and consideration as to nhottor or not ho was under ary duress or 

4 

coercion at tho time he was intorrogatod. On tho affidavit as it stands, 
tho Tribunal would noccssarily bo required to rojoct it. But if you dosiro 
to make ary supplemental proof with ro 3 poct to it to toffect that tho 

4 

dofondant had knowledge of thoso facts at tho timo ho was intorrogatod, 

0 

then tho treatment accorded a member of his family, especially tho relation- 

0 ^ 

ship of a wife to a husband, is a circumstance that might throw some light 
upon whether or not ho was under undue pressure and influcnco at tho tioo 
he was intorrogatod by tho American representatives. 

4 

Is that clear to you, Dr. Sicxaers? 
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• * * 
Aa matters now stand, wo will nark that document for identification, 

which Under the ruling as indicated by Judge Itorria moans that it is not 

boforo tho Tribunal for any purpose oxccpt that it is preserved in tho 

Secretary's office, and if you do sire to- offer any cdditional evidence 

# » * M 

tliat will connect it with this defendant in this ease, you may do so. 

DR. SIOGES: Thank you. 

THE PRESIIENT: /fed then, if you do that, you should ro-offer tho 
docunont so that it will get in evidence. It is just prosorvod for you 
horo until you can dotomino rhethor or not you oar. mako proper us a of it. 

DR. SIF22RS: I undorstani. 

# • • 

Tho next document. No. 28, I offer as Bchibit 31. It ii an affidavit 
of Willy Ploinos concerning Parbon oxports in the fiold of dyostuffs in 
1938. In circumstantial ovidonco only indiroot ovidcnco is possible forme, 
sinco I must give no-e.tivo proof. I wont to offor this to show what tho 
dyostuffs turnover in Parbon was. It says tho re end I qi»to from page 34 
of tho document book: 

"The djeumonts at tho Control offitv, I.G. Farbeninduatrio A.0. show 

that out of tho tumovor of I.G. Farbenindustrio in dyes in 1930, of 

57,360,613 kilograms — 21,390,464 kilograms »wro sold in Germany with 

• • • 0 0 

gross proceeds amounting to 120,814,503 marks. Whoroas, 35,972,149 kilo- 

# 0 

grams wore sold for* export rlth gross proceeds amounting to 179,104,593 
marks. a 

That scans that a.bout 62.5 per cent of tho dyostuffs businoss was 
exported and only 37.5 per cent was sold in Germany. T.x.t could be con¬ 
sidered as circumstantial evidonco that Far ben could not have any interest 

% 0 

as far as dyestuffs arc concerned, in getting involved in a war and there¬ 
by destroying its exports. 

Document 29 is an affidavit of Dr. Gustav Kuepper, which I offer as 
Exhibit 32. This dca.ls with Far ben's reinsurance abroad. Dr. Kuepper says 
that tho re—insurance? was placed through the big erelish fim Willis Fnben 
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in London, with numerous foreign fires, mostly English. 

On prgo 36 of tho book, in the last paragraph, I should like to road 
two sontoncos. "Those reinsurances were still in existence on 3 Soptombor 

m 0 

1939, that is, at tho outbreak of tho war. I have nevor got a diroctivo 

to seek a substitute for tho reinsurance^ taken in England." 

Dr. Kueppor was a co-workor of Dr. von Schnitzlor end if they had 

boon planning a war, thoy would not havo had thoir extraordinarily high 

holdings insured in En gl an d at the tine of tho outbrock of war. 

" # 

UR. SPRECHER: Ur. President, I havo tried to figure out some possible 
basis of tho relevancy of this document, and I still haven't soon it, I 
moan I don't soo what it proves that night bo bf intorest to any of thoao 

0 

dofondants, I would bo glad to know. 

0 

THE PRESIEEHT: Tho aubstanco of that, or at loast a part of that af¬ 
fidavit, is alro«4r in ovidonco. Tho facts with roforonco to inouranco 
night havo sooo probative vnluo .os a circuastanco to show what tho de¬ 
fendants know or what thoy thought tho course of ovonts might bo. Tho ob¬ 
jection is overruled. 

0 0 

DR. SIEUERS: 'fb now cooo to a now subjoct, Tho 'forborot, tto Advon- 

0 

tising Council, a point which is also cited by tho Prosocution as circumn- 
trntial ovidonco for tho knowlodgo of Hitlor's pirns for a war of aggres¬ 
sion. This is a point nhoro I had to say to Ur. Sprocher that I did not 

understand him. 

• 0 

As Document 30 I offor Exhibit 33, the law concerning economic ad- 
• • 

0 

vertising of 12 September 1933, according to which tho Advertising Council 

was sot up. In paragraph 1, on prgo 39, it is said what tho Advertising 

• • % 

Council, was to bo. It soys: "For tho purpose of uniformity and efficiency 

tho entire public and privato solicitation, advertisement, exhibition, 

fair and promoting business is subjoct to tho siporvision of tho Reich. Tho 

supervision is exercised by tho Advertising Council of tho Gorman economy." 

I can add r»thing to that because I do not understand what this has to do 

with war of aggression. I can merely offer ny Document 31 and ask tho Tri- 
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bunal to accept this as Exhibit 34. 

It is an affidavit of Professor Dr. Heinrich Hunkc, who was tho 

businoss manager of tho Advertising Council of Goman Econosy and perraa- 

0 

nont deputy of tho president of the Advertising Board of German Economy, 

and was therefore best infomed about tho Advertising Council. Ho srys in 

tho second paragraph that tho Advertising Council was cror.tcd and «vs 

charged with "tho supervision ami cncouraguaesit of advertising — nowspapor 

0 * 

and postor advertising, fairs and exhibitions". Ho says, and this is per- 

haps important for tho Prosecution, tho "Economic Information Sorvico ro- 

9 0 

mainod vdth tho Foreign Office, tho political oconomic coupotoncos with 

tho Roich Economy liinistry." 

0 0 

On page 43, in tho last paragraph, you find tho statement of Prof. 

0 

Hunko about tho duties of tho Advertising Council which word, and I quote: 

."Romoval of inconvcnioiicos in tho advertising businoss lixich had lone boon 

recognised as such and combatted, organisation and oxocution of Joint ad- 

0 

vortising in connection with busiiwss and advertising groups, of Gorman 
products for oxport purposes." 

I skip tho next sontenco and continue at tho top of pago 44: "Tho 

elimination of unfair competition and unclean advertising methods brought 
* 0 

closo collaboration with associations of othor countries, especially with 

»00 * 

associations of advertisers in England , U.S.A., Sweden, Franco, and re¬ 
sulted in tho creation of tho International Advertising Board nt tho Inter¬ 
national Chamber of Cormorcc in Paris." 

The next paragraph emphasises that there wore no political tasks or po- 

0 

llticel propaganda. He than says that Schnitzlor, Gattlmoau and Mann woro 

0 

trombors of tho Advertisir^ Council, and at tho bottom of tho page he says 
ho knows of Kr. von Schnitzlor that hto was chairman of tho Fair and Exhi¬ 
bition c onanittoo of Gorman Economy which was located at the Reich Group In- 
0 

dustry, and that bccamo a member of the Advertising c ounoil. Mr. Mann was 
a specialist in the fiold of medicine advertising and market research. 11 
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«H5 PRESIDENT: Aro there any announce rents before no rccoss for tho 
day? If not, the Tribunal is in recess until nine o'clock tonorrow mor¬ 
ning. 

(The Tribunal recessed until 0930 hours, 30 April 19/*8.) 

• 4 
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Under direotives ofrUnited States kliitary Tribunal Mo. 6, 
testimony of witnesses listed below was roquired to bo talcen boforo 
the undersigned Co=issionor. Pursuant thereto the said Coselssioner 
has conduotsd hearings at which the following witnesses hove i\illy 
testified! • 


Date 


Mara of Witness 

Offioiul Transc 

8 April 1968 

> 

Ulter iiar 11 nor.t 

10875-10907 

9 April 1968 

: • 

Kurt Kruegor 

11128-11163 

12 April 1914S 


Karl Weber 

11165-11175 

12 April 1968 


Paula Aster 

11177-11199 

13 April 1968 


Erast Struss 

11293-H338 

II 66 I 4 -H 690 

l6 April 1968 

k 

Christian Zahn 

15 April 1968 


■ ■ 

11587-U612 

16 April 1968 


Bernhard Sohoonor 

11706-11723 

19 April 1968 


Adalbert Pelndal 

11827-1181:1 

20 April 19W 


Josef Grobol 

11062-11860 

20 April 1968 


Guatav Piator 

11861-11878 

21 April 19W 


Beil de Haas 

12098-12128 

21 April 191:8 


Heinrich Sohuh 

12129-1211:0 

23 April 191:8 

k 

Heinrich Sohindler 

12337-12370 

28 April 1968 


■ ■ 

12707-12777 

26 April 1913 


Ulter Kilcuth 

12661-12698 

26 April 1968 


Hans Sauer 

12500-12512 

27 April 1918 


Mlhela Duollborg 

12598-12621 

-> 29 April 191* 


Theo GoldachrWt 

12871-12909 

29 April 1968 

k 

~oton fcelthlnger 

12910-12953 

30 April 1968 


■ ■ 

13075-13092 

29 April 19tf 

k 

P.udolf von Sprotty 

129514-12960 

30 April 1968 


1 ■ ■ 

13065-13075 

30 April 1918. 


Rudolf Scheldt 

13095-13133 

5 Uy 1968 

k 

* n 

13620-13629 

6 Uy 1968 

3 Uy 19L8 

• 

m m . 

Wolfgang alt 

13651-13719 
132U6-13269 

3 Lay i960 


Carl Gadow 

13271-13291 

3 Uy 1968 

k 

Kurt Kart sc nn 

13292-13316 

6 Uy I9l£ 


■ « 

1 3U2 -13650 

L Uy 1968 


Frit* Dion 

13650-13660 

1: Uy 19/£ 


Kurt Bis fold 

13661-13679 

6 Hay 1968 


Adolf Taub 

13680 -13689 

5 Hay 191:8 


Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 

13566-13619 

6 Uy 19L8 

k 

Wernor Schctts 

13720-15735 

7 May I960 


n n 

15861-15691 

16173-16181 

10 Uy 1918 


Wax Dinkier 

10 l ay 1918 


Frits Hlrsoh 

16195-16209 

10 Uy 19L8 


Ernst Kraschwski 

11*10-16220 

10 Hay 1968 

k 

Frans Fuorstonberg 

16221-16265 

11 Uay 191:8 


n « 

16377-16386 

11 Hay 1968 


Hoin* Saroleborg 

16387-16626 

16625-16639 

11 Uy I960 


Karl Aunscholdt 

11 Uy I960 


Re inhold 

16660-16655 

10 Uy 1918 


Friodrich SeIchor 

16182-16196 


During the aula procoedlngs the following exhibits have 
been offered in evidence: 











rR0SECC7ICS EESI3ITS 




Exhibit 

njo. 

Offlolal Trans« 

2302 

- PS 2353 C 

10899 

2303 

L79 

10901 

230k 

Ho 36 

11115 

23C5 

pfi3U 

11182 

2306 

15070 

11183 

2307 

11256 

• 11302 

2309 

11-232 

11312 

2311 

15062 

11327 

2312 

15063 

11330 

2311 

H257 

11168' 

2315 

13521 

11173 

2316 

U256 

11173 

2317 

11251 

11185 

2318 

11252 . 

11176 

2319 

11011 

11182 

2320 

2321 

11039 

1308L 

II 83 I 

11818 

2328 

10532 

12615 

2329 

10528 

12616 

2523 

10907 

12706 

2330 

13525 

12733 

2331 

15021 

12876 

2332 

3763 

12915 

2333 

15115 

12921 

2331 

15H6 

12923 

2335 

8617 

12927 

2336 

15132 

12933 

2337 

1511 

12912 

2338 

11098 

13106 

2339 

13531 

13111 

23L0 

15215 

13126 

2311 

15260 

13620 

2312 

15173 

.13286 

2315 

. 7637 

13728 

2316 

7666 

13730 

2352 

15290 

11382 

2353 

15296 

11392 


I, the undersigned Coralssloaor, do heroby oortlfy that tho 
aforesaid official transorlpt pages ooeprlso a full, truo nnd oorroot 
roport of suoh proooodlngs, tostlnoay and evldonoo hoard and rooordod 
therein before e«o. 


Dated at hurnberg, Oorrnny, kay .28, 1918. 
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Official Transcript of hearing before a Coa- 
nissioner for Military Tribunal VI, Case VI, 
in the matter of the United States of America 
against Karl Xrauch et al, defendants, sitting 
at Nuernberg, Germany, on 29 April 19U8, Com¬ 
missioner Johnson T. Crawford presiding. 


THE JARSHAL: The Crcgaission for Tribuml VI is not in 

session. 

DP. lACHEMt Dr. Bach® for Dr. Ilpier. I an calling the 
witness Dr. Anton Roithinger. The witness is already on tho witnoss 
stand. 

ANTON REITHIH3SR, a witness, took tho stand and testified as 

follows* 

THE CHMBSOKR: Tho witnoss will raise his right hand and 
take tho oath. "I swear by God, the Almighty and Onnisciont, that 
I will spoak tho jxiro truth, will colt and add nothing." 

( T ho witnoss repeated the oath.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: The witnoss will bo soatoa. You May procood 
with the examination. 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 


BY DR. BACff’l: 

Q Dr. Roithlngor, you made scoo affidavits for tho defense 
of Dr. Ilfner. Thoy are tho following affidavits. In Ilgnor Docu¬ 
ment Book 2, Document Ho. 3U, Exhibit 37 — 

1R. A1CHAN: If Ycur Honor please, dofonso counsel conferred 


with Judge Shako in chanbors and as a rosult of a discussion and 



agreement with counsel ue wcxild request that -.re suspond examination 
of this witness for the on tho dofonso witness 

Goldschnidt at this tisVfSfcd'afviir thoN&nqluaion of the examination 
of the witnoss Goldsch/^t then phog&d again with tho ex¬ 
amination of this witness i v^.y I 

THE COMMISSIONS^ with defense counsel? 

DR. BACBEM: Yes, s£*^j 


TEE COMMISSIONER: All right. This witness will be withdrawn 
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# 

and anotfcir vitnoss will be called. Mr, Witness, you cay be oxcusod 
for the time being. • • 

You may proceed. 

DR. BERNDT: Dr. Borrvdt for tte case of Degasch. Mr. C amis - 
sionor, tho witness Dr. Goldscteidt is at the disposal of you, Mr. 

• I > 

Counts sionor. 

T®) OOLDSCK'iTDT, a witness, took tho stand and testified as 

foil errs: 

THE COtttlSSIOHSRj Tho witness will raise his right hand and 
be sworn. »I swoar by God, tho Almighty and Omniscient, that I will 
speak tho puro truth, will omit and add nothing." 

(Tho witness ropoatod the oath.) 

THE COmiSS 10HER: Tho witnoss will bo soatod. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. BERNDT: 

Q Doctor, will you please stato your name again? 

A Thoo Goldschaidt. 

Q When wore you bom? 

A 11 March 1803. 

Q And whoro are you living? 

A I livo in Essen. 

Q What is your profession? 

A I an a choaist by profession. 

Q What is your position at present? 

A I aa president of the Vorstand, that is General Director 
of the Thco Goldschaidt Aktiongosellshhft (Shareholders Company). 

Q Do you have any other positions in public life in tho 

field of chemistry? 

A Yes, I an President of tho Landosverband Nordrhoin, tho 

Economic As relation, the Econaaic Group Chemistry. Apart from that, 

I an Deputy President of the Econmio Group Chemical Industry for 
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tho British Zone. Apart fn» that, I aa tho President of the Charabor 
of Cancerco of tho cities Ssson, aoohlhoin, Oberhauson, zu Esson. 
That is onough. 

t i 
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that affidavit in front of you? 

A I havo tho affidavit in front of bo. 

Q Tould you pleaso look at figure 3 of tho saao? 
A Yos. 


Q In this affidavit, yew say that tho f\inction of tho Vor- 

vraltungsauschuss of Dogosch c era is tod not so nuch insapor vising thi 

business managanont but in voting for tho interests of tho threo 

• 

partners of tho Dogcsch—that is, tho X.O., tho Dogussa, and tho Thoo 
Qpldschaidt AO. 

A May I porha>* forailato that a littlo eloaror? Tho Ver¬ 
nal tun gsauschass novor supervised any dotells of tho businoaa manago- 
nont. This was obvious because of tho choico of tho snAbers who woro 


tho non da of tho fims of tho throo partners. Tho Vorwaltungsrat 
(A<tainistrativo Canittoo) thoroforo, did not work as a board of 
dirootors works in the States. It did not work liko a board of 


directors• They handled it as is customary in Gorinany in many ccsos, 
by having o txustooship conpary suporriso tho bu si nos a onoo a yoar, 
which fact was confiruod by oach oxocu':ivo noshor of tho Vorwaltungs- 
auschiss. A cortain contimcws supervision by tho managers oxistod, 
owing to tho geographical closonoss of tho Dogosch and tho Dogussa, 
from which tho Dogosch originated, as is known. Concerning tho super¬ 
visory power of individual nctibors of tho Cccnittoo, not only tho 
management of tho Dogosch but tho Dogussa management was sensitive 
too. For oxanplo, at tho beginning of our oooporation, I personally 
hold tho opinion that tho organization of Dogosch could bo simplified 
greatly by discontinuing the subsidiary plants.. Hy suggestions for 
tho reorganization of Dogeseh howover, at tho roccmaondation of 
Dogussa, woro rolbsod by tho Vorwaltungsausctass bocauso tho Dogussa 
considered my suggestion a hint of nistrust. Apart frera that, of 
course, they did rot want that previous approvals they gave to fornar 

1287a 


l 




29 Apr U3-2£-MD-i*-2-Fox (Int. Juelich) 

Court No. VI,Case Ho. VI (COMilSSION) 

collaborators in tho caapanios of Hcrtlinglor and Tosch and Stabonow 
shoild be endangorcd by this. 

Q Ono final giostion. Wo hoard hero that tho zyklon was a 
vary clangorous proAict, a dangorous poison. Does ono not always havo 
to count on tho fact that criminals night zaisuso it and would this 

9 

foar not havo imposed tho Aity on tho azuibers of tho Vcrwaltungsauschuss 
to taka caro of this, to whan zyklon was doliverod? 

A Of ccxirso zyklon—that is, prussic acid—is o vory dangorous 
poison. Thoroforo, strict socurity regulations had to bo followod by 
tho Dogesoh, but it was an insecticide uhich had boon used for doendos. 
It had boon provon and as far as I know it was novor usod for criminal 
purposos. Tho idea of a criminal aisuso was quito beyond our imagina¬ 
tion and our oxporionco. Tho situation oan bo ccmparod to tho scale 

of othor poisons. Regulations by tho authorities havo to bo followod 
% 

vory strictly but thoso cannot always stop aisuso. How strict tho 
roeulations by tho authorities woro whon soiling poison gasos, my . 
company and I personally oxporloncod whon wo founded tho T Gas Caapany 
in 1929, and thoso difficulties wero tho aain reason for tho fact that 
wo in tho T Gas Ccopany coasod to bo indopondont and affiliatod our¬ 
selves to Dogosch bocai so oil hoalth authorities know and approvod of 
then. 

DP.. B'SRHDT: Thank you. I havo no furthor questions. 

CTCSS EXAMINATION 

BY m. ’{DBKOFFs 

^ Hr. Hitnoss, you nontion in your affidavit that Airing tho 
period of tho National Socialist roglno you were facod with political 
difficulties. Sill you explain tho reason for tho political difficultio. 
and the nature of thewe difficulties? 

A Tno reason for tho difficulties was, first of all, that 
neither I nor ny brother, nor the most important cooperators wore clc 
to the Party. But the difficulties did not result in the fact that ] 
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lost ny position but they roc inly consisted of the fact that I had a 
groat rnaber of unploasantnosscs causod by tho local authorities of 
the Party. 

Q VToll, what sort of thing, for oxasplo, occurred to you 

which you rofor to as "political difficulties?" 

. A In 1933, I had already for sovon yoars boon tho Trocsurer 

of tho Association of Gorman Choedsts. In 193U, I had to give up 

this position to a woil-known fetiorvil Socialist, Staatsrat Schiobor, 

• 

and J had to leavo tho Vorstand ef Association of Oonnan Chonists. 
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* Vnat reasons Here given you for asking you to leave? 

A It was desired that the Vorstana of the Association 

of German Chemists*should ralnaly consist of Party members, 

* In other words, there wasn't any particular discrimin¬ 
ation agrlnst you; it was merely that some other person 

wno was more Important in the Natl regime took your position, 
is that right? 

A Yes. 

* Now your factory, your enterprise was rather prosporous 
all during the Natl regime wasn't it, in soite of your 
difficulties? 

% 

A I oould not say that in general, 

ti 'fell. It was quite profitlaole, was it not? 

A Although our business reports end our official onl¬ 
ine :s, expresred in paper marks, might have gl^cn tho lmprossio 
of certain progross. 

« °ut that would bs ture of everybody in Germany at tho 
time — tho samo paper ra-'rks that applied to All other firms — 
but you wore making a very profitlaole business during the 
Nazi rogirae, were you not? 

A Our ouslness would probably have succeeded better 
without «attonal Socialism; in particular, oecause we would 
have been able to regain our prestige which we had abroad bofo: 
1914. 

*c Now you create the impression in your affidavit that 
you weren't trusted by the Nrzla because of the fact that 
you weren't with then. Now.it*8 true. Is it not that you 
were even permitted to carry a gun from '33 on to '44, 

Isn't that right? 

A I owned a license for a weapon; I don't know for 
how long; but in the fall of 1944 this license for a weapo; 
that is after the attempt on Hitler — this license was tak 
awey from me. 
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* Yes, out the question I put to -you was that all 
during the Nazi regine from '33 right to '44 you wera permitted 
to keep this license and keep the gun, isn't that true, 

in spite of the lack of trust they had in you? 

A ^06. 

9 

* Now you state in your affidavit, Mr. Witness, 

th"t the function of the Verwaltungsr-t—of the Administrative 
Committee—consisted less in supervising management than in 
"Justing the interests of the three partners. Now if that is 
ao, Mr. fitness, how do you explain the fact that even though 
you and your firm wero a partnor in Dogesch you had difficulty 
in obtaining information from the Degesch firm? 

A Wo had no ldfficultles in obtaining information, '.fe 
did not try to obtain information, We merely adjusted oursolvc 
to the desire of our partners, after we h-d trlod once during 
the early 1930's to exercise more influonce, and we did not 
succeed. 

<* Well, you did explain, did you not, that the two 
olg pprtners, Far'oen and Degussa, could plways havo all 

% 

the information they wanted out you couldn't get the infor- 
nation you wanted because you wero Just p snail partner? 

A No, I never complained about th-t. I do not know that 
they received more information than I did. 

- Mr. Witness, I show you NI-15021, which Is offered 
as Prosecution Exhibit 2331, and ask you if that refreshes 
your recollection as to whether or not you coraplp.ined that 
the two big partners .could always cover themselves.. 

A Kay I Just look at this document? This concerns a 
letter wherein I ask for a reply to a suggestion and expressod 
my disapproval that I had not yet received the reply. I 
received the reply very soon after that warning. 

Well now, Xr. Witness, when you state that consldei 
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the snail participation of your firm, tha management of 
Degesch is of course covered if it agrees with the two 
olg prrtners, aren't you in fact saying that the management is 
controlled by the two olg partners? 

A No, I do not say that. I merely say that it could 
have occurred very easily and that was my suspicion at the 
time— that the management discussed the matters with the 
two major partners and they felt that they were Justlflod 
oecause they had the approval of 85 percent. I wanted 'to 
point out that I demanded that I bo informed about suoh 
discussions, and they did so immediately. 

Now, nr. 'fitness, isn't it a fact that your differences 
vers never really ironed out in the Verwaltungsrat, out on 
the oontrrry tha two olg partners, I.O. Parben and Deguosn, 
svon denied you recess to the more conficentlal information? 

A At any rate, I did not booorao conscious of that; I 
did not notice it. 

4 Mr. Vitnoss, I show you Degesch Documont No. 47 which 
is Defense S&l'olt 13 for Degesch, and ask you whothor that 
refreshes your recollection t s to whether you were in fp.ot 
denied access to information concerning Degesch? 

A On one occasion at the beginning ct iur cooperation in 
the middle of the 1930's, I had a. difference with them 
because the limitation between the activity of the I.O. 

Par'oen and Degesch in ray opihlon was not running in the 
proper manner, ^oncoming that question, at the time in 
1935 or '36, the two big partners outvoted me, but this was 
a matter which occurred in '35 or '36, and which was not 
settled *t first but only later on in the Verwaltungsrat whoro 
it was settled. 

4 Just so that record won't have any lack of clarity on 
this po nt, is it your tstiraony, Mr. 'fitness, that after that 
time you had no trouble at all in getting the detailed inform¬ 
ation “s to the Degesch business? 
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A I have already said that I adjusted ray attitude to 
the conditions that existed. You must remember that the 
Degesch was not a very important company. Our profit from 
the Degesch was at the most 15 to 30,000 marks a year, and I 
could not dedicate a great deal of my time to this company. 

Just a b the other members of the Verwaltunga ausschuss — the 
administrative committee— who spent even less time on the 
Degesch; because I know from various statements that the Degescf 
as well as the Dcgussa considered me to be a man who was par¬ 
ticularly interested in tho Dogesch. I must conclude from that 
that the other members of the Verwaltungs ausschuss wore lees 
interested in the Degesch that I was. 

w Now, Mr. Witness, let's get onck to the question. 

The qu:stlon was this: after this difficulty, back around 
'35. or ooforo, did you or did you not havo oomplete access 
to all tho information of tho business of .the Degoech? 

A No, out every year I received a fairly extensive 
business report and every year I got p statement by the 
president of tho Vorwnltungs ausschuss that the business of 
the Degosch was being checked oy a recognized trusteoshlp 
comoany, and were in order. 

4 In other words,, there was an agreement then that you 
were then deprived of access to detailed Information concern¬ 
ing Degesch fron that time of your first difficulty on, by 
the two big partners? 

A No. 

< All you received wore those reports at that tlmo, is 
that right? 

A No, I don't believe that the other members of the 
Vcrvaltungsausschuss received nore than I did-; at any rate. 

I have no reason to assuae that. 

w Well, who would have tho information of the-a.ctual 
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business and facts of Degesch? 

A “The management of the Degesch. 

< rf ho is the management? 

A Until 1939, that was a Hr. stiege. 

* Who was It after 1941? 

A I believe after 1939 already it was a Dr. Peters. 

Now did Dr. Peters own any part of Degesch? 

A No. 

* H e had no stock Interest? 

A No. 

He was Just an employee? 

A n o was dlroctor, the business manager. 

* That's right, he received a salary for his work? 
A *68. 

Q And who appointed him? 

A The partners. 


12881 


2S Apr«l 1948-tt-H3*>-6-l-Gaylord (Juelich) 
Court /I, Casa VI COltMISSION 


* ghat's the point we are getting bnok to. Now you say 
tnrt the only person who has rny information about Degeach 
Is Just pit employee who nanngc.6 the firm Rnd the partners have 
no recess to the Information. Is that your testimony? 

A I did not say that. Ha were stalsfled with the 
retailed roport which the business raanpgor Issued every year, 
Tn Germany, this Is generally clone In thrt raarner, if the 
companies affiliated In order to conduct a business... 

i Mr. Witness, I don't want a llcture on German 
corappnl :s. I rsked you for a factual question, and a factual 
answer ie all we need for the record. I want to know if the 
partners had. avail-ole to them the dotalled information 
of Degesch or if that was only available to the employee 
Peters? 

A No. If we in the Verwnltunjsrat corailttae would 
have wonted eono detailed information, of course wo were 
able to obtain it at any time. 

<% Thank you very much. Now, Hr. Hltnoss, In your affi¬ 
davit you doecrloo the function of this Vorwaltungsrat 
of -dninlstrntlvc committee, and you 8°y that It is explicitly 

defined In Article IV of the agrocraent concludod ootwoen 

\ 

Dcgussn and Farbon In Juno 1930. Isn't that right? 

A in Juno 1930? As far as I know, ray company only 
Join3d in the fall of 1930. 

Your affidavit refers to the "ggreement, A.-tide IV 
of the Agreement, which was concluded between Degussa and 
Farben. 

A *es. 

i wow you state that that "rtlcle defines the functions 
of the acministra.tlve committee. 

A *C8. 

^ Now, Hr. Witness, that was even before your firm was 
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in the Degcsch firm? 

A Yes. 

4 Now wasn't there any new agreement after that? 

A I believe our rights and duties were layed down once 
again in a new agreement in the year 1936. 

4 That la right, so that’, Mr. ’fitness, the paragraph 
you are referring to was completely superseded and null 
and void by the time you got into the firm? 

A No, it did not become null and void. After my firm 
Joined, I also became a newer of the Verwaltungsausschuss witl 
the same rights as the other members of the Verwnltungsausschuj 
Hoi'., wnon tho new agreement was drawn, don't you re¬ 
coil that in that now agroenent it 16 stated that all tho 
contracts concludod between tho parties in 1930 were 
rendered null and void ns of July '36 and replaced by 
cho new agreement which rodeflnled the duties of tho adminis¬ 
trative comiitteo? 

A I do not remomoer the details of the agreement of 193C 
out tho agreement of the year 1936, as far as x remomoor, did 

4 » 

not influence the manner of our cooperation which had become 
established, after five or six years. I do not remember 
that during our discussions wo ever had to go back to that 
because tho cooperation wont very well. 

i «r. Witness, you may state anything you wish as to 
what tho facts wore after the agreement, but in your 
affidavit you are referring and calling the Court's attention 
to the fact that an agreement back in 1930 defined the rights 
of the prrtners. Now I want to ask you this question; before 
you made that affidavit, didn't you check to see whether the 
agreement in '36 didn't completely supersede the one you 
wera citing in your affidavit to this Court? 

A Tos, of course; before I made my affidavit I looke. 

the agreea 'nts once more aeid I found that Paragraph IV of 
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the old agreement was not contained In the agreement of 
1936. “'hen t n ?de the affidavit at the end of last year, 

I w P s really surprised oy this fact because the activity 

• • • « 

of the Verwcltungsausschuss, did not change, owing to the 
change of this rg w reeuent, 

•6 Mr. Witness, at tho tine you ar.de this affidavit, you 
knew it was going to bo lntrodiced in this court, and you 

s 

took an oath saying what vrs iheroln wrs ture; you now say 
you rerd tho lrte?v greemcnt and you knew the fact that the 
first agroaacnt which had the Paragraph IV, tho later agree¬ 
ment omlttod that Paragraph IV, and knowing that fact you 
recite Paragra-.h IV as atetln;: tho duties and functions of tho 
Verwaltungerat. 

A *C8. 

<• Do you want the Court to oellove that Paragraph IV 
which was expressly raa.do null and void was actually 
still binding? 

A T n my affidavit I say verbally: "although this 
paregrmh was not contained expressly In tho agreement of 
1936, this function of the Verwaltungsaueschen remained 
predominant after that tine." I don't think I could express 
myself clearer. 

s Mr. Witness, in your affidavit you say the details 
of the Degesch business «era never discussed by tho 
Verwpltunjcrat. How isn't it true that for exanple in the 
meeting of 1939, In which you were represented, details oven 
including profit caloula.t ons verj discussed? 

A *e6. When we gathered for these administrative, then 
the business maiiagecent gave us lectures about the balance, 
about the profits and the 1066 , about the development of 

the Individual smarten of the business, about uhe conultior.** 

* 

at home and condit'on6 abroad on the market, a.nd they al^a; 
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told ue what technical improvements hpd been made during the 
1 <st year and what their hoped would oe result of this progress. 
The meetin,6 always took several hours and they were very 
interesting and they gave a real survey wnlch was sufficient for 
us partners, so that during the year there was no reason to 
ask about any details. 

< ’fell, at the end of the year when you received this' 
reoort, were the underlying figures and underlying statistics 
r.rc'e avail "bis to you so ou could Judge whether the report was 
accurate or whether it was inaccurate? 

A *fs did not check up whether it was incorrect or corroct. 
The Treuhandgesellscheft — the trusteeship — handled that, 

during the lestlnjs we could suppose that the figures 
were correct because they had been cheoked upon oy the trustee¬ 
ship company, *he care with which we cnoss our man ger helped 
u8 to moke sure that these gentlemen did not lie to us, 

+ **hat voles did you h.*ve ii* choosing Mr. Peters? 

s 

A I remember, except for one meeting about which you h^vo 
already asked me during the 1930'e, I do not rerae iber that ony 
voting was done In the Verveltun b sau6schu8e. I oeliive that 
we made our decisions unanimously every tine. 

« How nr. Witness, you stated that thl6 vms Just a small 
business and you didn't h*”e much time for it and you wsren't too 
interested in it. 

A Ho, I didn't say that I was not interested in it. The 
business of the Degesch always interested me personally oeoause 
my company invented the T-~e.s process on which I haa cooperated 
and I alweys attached value to it so that the rights of the 
inventor or of the gentlemen whe were with us were defended 
and would be pressed into tha foreground. 

• 

„ I ’ot tha impression a little earlier when we asked you 
about the doceilB of the business that you didn't know the 
details because it wrs Just a small ousiness and you had so many 
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other things to do. Now is it your present testimony that you 
were concerned with the details of the Degesch business? 

A *es. -ou asked r.e before whether I inquired about 
details curing the year. I answered this question in the 
negative by senttoning that since Degesch only had a small share 
I could only dedicate a small p.-rt of my Jime to this. But 
during all meetings of the partners and all meetings of the 
Verwaltun_sra.t committee I was present, and every time I studied 
the business report thoroughly. Whenever I had the time, 

I had conversations with the business manager. But aside from 
the oucinoss reports, I had no reason to inquire about details 
of the business of w.iich I could assume rightly that it 
was conducted properly, and I had the same impression given to 
me by ray colleagues in the Verwaltungeausschuea. I thj.nji 
that lost of these gentlemen dedicated even less time on the 
Degesch than I did. 
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Q Mr. Witness, hew nuch of ycxir tiao, what percentage would 
you say, did yai dedicate to Degesch business? 

A It is difficult to work that out. The capital of my 
OOTpany^ls 15,COO,000. Tho Dogosch was worth 15,000 narks. That is 
onc—tonth of one percent tut I think that I dedicated more than ono 
thousandth of my tino to Dogosch. 

Q Hew, cs a nattor of fact, yonr intcrost in Degesch... 

A So that you don't got confusod, I said 15,000,000. The 
actual capital of ay ccopony is slightly difforont. I think it is 
22,000,000. 

Q :tr. Witness, actually ycwr intorost in tho Dogosch was suoh 
that oven vrtiilo you wero being hos pi tali sod and didn't havo accoss to 
ycur company filos, yai askod tho pertnors of Farbon and Dogjasafor 
files and data which woro tho basis for tho Dogosch balance shoots, 
did you not? 

" . I dicin' t quito got that question, 

• 

Q Do ym recall an occasion in which you wero hospitalisod 
and didn't havo access to your ccdpnny filos, and you askod your 
canpary partners of FOrbon and Dogussa for filos and dato which could 
fora tho basis of tho Dogosch balance shoots? 

A It is possiblo. I wroto to tho partners from tho hospital 
on ono occasion when I was hospitalised in Drosdon. That was in 
Noveobor, Doconbor and Jamary of 19UU to 19b5, and of course, I had 
no documents with mo thoro and nail fron Essen caoo in vory badly. 

But, as for as I ronenbor, I nado soao suggestions for tho business 
which referred to tho attention of tho business of Dogosch to contact 
poisons. 

Q Hr. Witness.' How you havo tostified that you read thoroughly 
all tho reports of Dogosch. How, will you toll the Court what othor 
reports besides tho business reports did you receive from Degesch? 

A 1 received no other report oxcopt occasionally I received 

file notes about technical discussions. But that is a long time ago. 
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At the beginning of our corporation, our technicians and the inventors 
of the Dogosch process of course had to assist Degesch occasionally, 
and sinco I was interested in the T~ G as process, I generally looked 
at tbeso file notos and had reports nado. 

Q !'r. Witness, did yew rccoive the so-callod Degesch con- 
nainications, the Dogesch-Hitteilungon? 

A Yos, in gonoral. 

Q Did yew also koop a filo which contained Dogosch oxcorpts? 

. A M hat do yew noan by oxcorpts frera the Degesch. 

Q A soparato filo which containod oxcorpts of infonaation 
concoming Dogosch, Austuogo. 

A I rononbor that I rocoivod tho Dogosch cccr-unications quito 
often and I road then with groat intorost, bocauso as a tochnician • 
and a chaaist that interested no. But 3 roooebor no othor oxcorpts. 

Q Hr. Witness, you also atato that bocauso of tho diroct 
salos activitioa for Doeosch prodicts noro oondictod, through Holi 
and Tosta, that Dogosch was restricted to doal with Just technical 
problems and scientific angios. How, is that so? 3s that all 
Dogosch did? 

A . Apart fren that, Dogosch trained tho pooplo who were to 
apply thcJr oroducts, and thoy ouporvisod tho processing which was 
boing carried out. Apart free that, Dogosch was tho conpcny which 
took oare of the propaganda for tho process abroad. 

Q How, Hr. Witnoss, isn't it truo that tho manager of Dogosch 
is precisely the sane nan who nanagod Holi? 

A Not in general. 3 only not IV. Box'd rather late, and as 
far as I knew. Dr. Herd was introdicod to no only after tho collapso, 
ho acted as a stop-gap. 

Q Non, tho only tine with which wo are concerned is from 
19U1 to 19U5. How, who was anna gar of Holi diring that time? 

A 3 think it was Dr. Herd in gonoral, but he had difficult! 

bocauso ho lived scraewhare in Austria.. 
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C Didn't you know. Hr, ffitnoss, that Dr, Herd was forcod to 
leave his position in Frankfurt rs manager of Hell and ho had to go 
to Austria and that ho retained away from Frarkfurt all diring tho 


A 1 heard that after the collapse. 

9 

Q Isn't it true that tho Degosch fina owned yl% of Holi and 
held tho majority interest in Tosta up to tho niddle of 19U2? 

A I inquirod about tho relations with tho fines, Hcrdt- 
Linglor and Tosch and Stabonow when wo joinod the company, tho Dogosch 
in 1930, and therefore I knee that tho Dogosch had shares in tho finis 
Tosch and Stabonow and Hordt-Linglor, amounting to 51%. 

** lfow, !tr. Witness, yai know, do you not, that tho Dogosch 
firo was supplying Zyklon-B gas to concentration canps? 

A I novor bocaao conscious of that fact, that they dolivored 
it for concentration canps. I know that they dolivorod largo amounts 
to canps, but I novor was intorosted in finding out who was in chargo 
of tho so camps. 

Q Hr. Witness, did you know that Buchorwald was a concentra¬ 


tion camp? 

.1 hoard tho naua Buchomald for tho first timo after tho 

collapso. 

Q Did yai kntw that Heuongauuo was a concentration comp? 

A Before 19U5 I didn't know that. 


Q Did you know that Auschwitz \ras a concentration camp? 

A Yos, I knew that thoro was a concentration canp in Ausch¬ 
witz. 

Q Did yai knew that Hauthauson was a concentration canp? 

A Mo. 

^ .Then did you find out that Auschwitz was a concentration 


camp? 


1 don't know any a ore. I concerned myself with tho fate 


of Jewish follow citizens who, in 1 ?Jj 2 and 19U3, wore suddenly forcoc 
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to loave Eason and diring that tiro, I must have hoard for tho first 
tin® tho words Thoresionstadt, Ausclzritt, Litsaannstadt. 

H tew, Ur. VTitnosa, what did you hoar about then? 

•• • 

I hoard nothing about them. I noroly knew that there 
wore canps whoro a groat number of people noro lockod up. 

• I ,i « 

Q Now, Ur. iTitnoss, you Just told us that yai learned and 
heard for the first tine thoso nan os of concentration canps in corv- 
nection with the removal of tho Jews fron Esson. How, Just what did 
you hear about concentration canps in that oonnoction? 

* Unfortunatoly 1 hoard nothing. 3 tried, unfortunately 
without success, to loam so nothing about tho conoontration canps but 
it was vory difficult. Tho only thing I hoard about concentration 
camps I hoard fron a nastor in our firo who had boon chargod with 
troason and had boon lockod up for noro than a yoar for that roason, 
and then, aJ ing to our offorts, ho was roloacod again after oiehtoon 
months. Thon *o looked after hin as well as wo could, but ovon this 
man was vory roticont in giving inforaction. 

Q lir. tfitnoss, ycu say you concomod yourself with thoso 
follow citizons who woro Jewish, and who wore boing ovneuatod from 
Esson in 19l*2 and 19U3, and at that tino when you so concornod your¬ 
self, you hoard about Auschwitz and Torosions tadt. Now, tho quostion 
I on asking you is simply this, ih that connection, did ycu concern 
ycursolf with tho rocoval of tho Jews? Whon you heard about Auschwitz 
and Toros ions tadt, what did y<xi hoar about it? 

n I only hoard that they were transported away, and I saw 
to it that sccio of then, at least, rocoivod a friendly gift for thoir 
journey. Unfortunatoly, wo never hoard fron thoso poople again. 

0 Those people, did they go to Auschwitz or Teresienstadt? 
Tell r.o, is that nhero they were sent? 

A It was impossible for no to find that out. 

Q A hen I don't understand your answer. You said that in tic. 

A 

connection ycu heard about Auschwitz. How what connection is thore 
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COICnSSIOH (PATIBEH) 

betwoen .'.usobwitz and tho leaving .of bbo Jew*, la Chore sonething 

farther which yai aren't telling us? 

A Vo, At the tine I inquired as far as I ccwld and I 

heard that large canps existed in the East and that it was possible 

that the Jews wore brought to those canps or that they were jut into 

a ghetto in Litznannstadt (Lodz). I was told that a ghetto existed 

there by people on leavo, bit it was impossible to learn moro. 

Q Mr. "fitness, did you know that at the saoo tine that the 

• 

firo Dogesch, of which yoi wore a partner, supplied gas chanbors for 
Auschwitz? 

A No, I did not know that. *\it I did know that tho Dogosch 
had ingenious gas chcnbers for disinfection of dothos, otc., and 
that they built thoso gas chambers, and that tho construction of 
those chambers was discus sod in a mooting of the Verwaltungsrat and 
neotinga of the partners and was explainod thoro. I personally ovon 
looked at tho drawings and charts which Dr. Peters showed no. 

Q Vhon was that? On what occasion? 

A was either in 19b0 or 19li2, but it night have been 

19U3. 

• Q Now, Mr. Witness, did you know that your .'irm, tho firm 
of which you woro a partner, had sent Zyklon-B eas to Auschwitz ovon 
boforo tho ciuuubors liad arrived? 

k Ho. 

Q titan’t tho correspondence of tho firm Doecsch available 

to you? 

A Ho. 

Q *Jhon did you first find out that your firo was sending 
poison gas, Zyklon-B gas, to the Ausctarttz concentration camp? 

A As far as I remoribor, in 19U5, after tho collapse. 

Q How, Mr. Witness, you testified a few minutes ago that 
at a mooting with Dr. Peters and others, he explainod theso gas 
cliCTbors to you and showed you pictures and drawings of thaa. Didn’t 
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it oocur to yai that whon you sent ga3 chambers to some plage you also 
had to send gas there? 

A Of course gas ccxild be sent oven before gas chanbors were 
there. Tho gas chanbors constituted norely a very practical and 
suitable neans of killing insects -and disinfecting clothos and 
other things. Of courso, one can inprovise. 

Q ftit then, nhon yew say that you first losrnod of gas boing 
sent in 1915 to Auschwitz, do you want to amend that statanont to 
include your wore rocont stataaont that whon tho gas chanbors were 
sent oarlier that of courso you know gas was also sont? 

A Fa. I merely assunod that it was natural that ovory canp 
or any larga barracks needed seno moans for disinfecting clothos and 
other things. 

Q Did ycu know that tho liconso given to tho SS personnel to 
handlo this very dangerous Zyklorv-B was a liconso which was linitod 
to use in eas chanbors only? 

“ Ho. I only know that tho uso of poison gas was controlled 
very strictly, and thcro woro a rambor of regulations which woro vory 
strict and tho State controlled this. 

Q Isn't it truo that tho porson who made allocations and 
who was chairman of tho Cccnittoo for allocations of Zy3clor>-B gas 
was tho sano nan who was tho manager of Dogesch, Peters? 

A In the course of the suppression of any initiative, com¬ 
mittees and associations wore for-od ovorywhoro which tho directors 
and tho mana^ors had to join. 

Q 'ir. Witnoss. do you know on whoso initiative tho parti¬ 
cular c omit too of which Peters was Chairman was foraod for tho 
control of Zyklon-B gas? 

A Tho control of Zyklon-E gas was handled by the health 
authorities. 

Q Pardon me, rtr. Witness, I think you did not understand 
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the quostion, I said, do ycxi happen to Jcnow on whoso initiative this 
Comittoo was forced? The Comittee of which Peters became chairman? 

A No, I don't know that. 

^ Do you know whothor the Dogosch firm of which you wore a 
partner, activoly supported, financially, the formation of this firm? 

9 

A Tthich firm? 

Q Pardon me, tho Dcgcsch firm financially supportod and 
promoted tho formation of this Cocnittoo of which Peters was tho hoad, 
to control tho distribution of Zyklon-B gas. 

A I do not boliovo that aanittoos oxistod which had to control 
tho distribution of Zyklon-B f s. I cannot imagine that connittoos 
could do such a thine- Such ccenittocs wore only there to soo to it 
that thoso products which woro in drcend woro prodicod. They distri¬ 
buted tho program of production. But I do not know that connittoos 
wero forood to control tho application of any prodict. 

Q You moan, is it your tost loony that tho Dogosch firm could 
havo complcto control itsolf over tho distribution of its own Zyklon-B 
gas? Is that your testimony? 

A I do not think so. In that rospoct, of courso, thoy also 
had to obey tho strict reflations, as soon as thero was loss 
Zyklorv-B gas than was needed, of courso, in tho Third Reich. Thoy 
had to accopt tho fact that priority lists woro issued by tho State. 

THE COHHlSSlOfER: Perhaps wo had bottor take a 15-oimto 

rocoss. 
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lAW.’j.l: The Coeaission is again in session. 

TK: C^iUSSlOrPTl: Counsel, you way proceed with the corss- 
exaadnfttlon. 

BY HR. iiLlSKOrP; 

t* Kr. Witness, in studying tho business reports of Do t esnh did you 
notice that Large quantities of Zyklon-" w-re buim, sent to the Si? 

A No, I do not nnoaber that. Unfortunately, before coning h>r<« 

I did not have an ooportunity to look throuph the business reports once 
again because, about a aonth ago, .ill our files which concerned Lcgcsch 
wore suddenly called for by three neuters of the Prosecution and were 
tekon away by the**. 

Cj Your files arc not presently available to you, is that your 
tostinony? 

A That is rifht, thy urc net available to ac. They ware nvnilublc 
to nc "hen I dcposxi ay affidavit, but I nust now speak froa maory. 

l * Well, in vi-iw of tho inport>«ncc of t!»u deli verier of Zyklon- 
B gee to too SJ., ut tho tiiw you ntdc- ycur affidavit didn't you chack 
to find out thr .*jrtont of tho quantities that were bcirv, sent to the PS? 

A No. It didn't ustUr at all, in r*y opinion, who edMLilsttr'.id 
a canp, whether it wua the SS, or tte Wehrmcht, or the Navy, or 
anybody else, bocausr the s:lc of Zj-klon-? only depended upon tho mi-iW 
and size of the conps. 

Q 1 ?rru.ps you niaunderstood iq* question. I was not ref erring 
to an> particular cvp; I was speaking of the total deliveries to tho 
SS, which, was a v-?ry large p reentage of the Zyklon-H being delivered 
within i U Ojrapny. 

A No, I don't thinlc soj ct legist, it did not strike me. I was 
only interested in how ouch Zyklon w ?& sold inside Oomany and how nuch 
was scld outside, and how ouch was sold of the oth^r products. 

Now, pirheps tr. haven't quite understood each other. You testi¬ 
fied, a bit earlier, that you studied the reports very careftrtJy. If 
cU you looked at was the total figure for Go many and the total figure- 
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for outside Germany, 70 a didn't require aich of a study of tho docuaanta 
did you? 

A No, that -sorely required a look at tho charts, and that was dona 
very quickly. 

t So that — » 

a Futhermorc, that wouldn' t have told mo Anything because I tied 
no idea hoe can:' c.-*s wore under the SS Adainiatration, how many wore 
administered under tho Navy. Theta were uilitvy secrets which wern not 
available to a*. 

4 hr. rtltncss, I was trying to learn Just what you meant when vou 
testified that you studied these business r-sports very carefully, and 
1 was trying to find out whothor y u noint -sorely, as you say now. tint 
you looked at tho on.** result of tho total for Germary and tho total 
outside Oormny, or whether you a ant scuh thing more- than that. 

A I looked at the reports with a vi.-w to my making any sugges¬ 
tions, .jia whether in my opinion, tho business management was using 
Its business opportunities. H would have buen usel.-ss for a. to go 
into the do toils of the various sales. At any rate, despite zealous 
study of these r<-ports, after so many >ears, of course, I do not 
ranted*.r these details. 

C* Mr. ‘tfltamtt, 1 don't want to press you for details that you can't 
remember, but w-it * an tskine for an- Just th.: most important facto, 
not details. For examples If the SS received almost twice as rucb as 
all the- Arwy installations. Air Force, Navy, Land Forces, would that 
stem like an important figure or an in>ortunt fact to you? 

Kt. IPttD?: ilr. Cooaissioncr, I object to this question. Thu 
witness has already rtatod that ho does not know anythin- .-.bout deli¬ 
veries free Degasch to the SS, and therefor*- ho cannot be asked that 

question. 

I.A, klXSNCVP: I win withdraw that question, Mr. Comis3lon>-r. 

VK COU1SSm»3t: Very well. 
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BY MR. tOJKJICff: 

l\ Just so that the record is dear, f*r. witness, is it year 
testiwony that in all the years frees 'Ul through 'US that you studiod 
tho business reports you never notice*. uvun the main categories of cus¬ 
tomers to when you w are sending your 1 Zyklon-B gas? 

L No. 

m. HBSKCTP: Thank you vuxy nuch. No further questions, 
liry I atrr.ight.in the rocord out on these documents taken by the 
Prosecution, k'r. Coaissioncr? 

WZ CCk. LSFI'HT.Hi Prococd. 

BY L!R. LSSJUryi 

t v <r. Witness, were nil the docuaonte which were token by tho 
Prosocution receipted for, document for doouMont, before thoywjru 
taken? 

a Yea, I h.»wo a receipt for them. 

IT*.. JtTHSXI-F7 j Thank you very uuch. !Io further questions. 

REDIRECT "IAUDJaTION 

BY DR. P.B1ID7: 

«. fitness, nay I sk you this? IC you look ct the document which 
was subodtted by the Prosecution, you will find NI-15071. Kill you 
please* toll ul whit day this letter is da tod? 

A 1 March 1911*?. 
i* You mean 19U?? 

a r*s. 


Q T.Jink you. Witness, when you read tho business reports did you 
have rny special cause to ask for further information from tlkj businuas 
nanaguuant? 

A No, the only questions which I hod to ask occasionally referred 
to the interests of t/ associates in tho promotion af the T-G.«s and 
C-irtcK projects. 

4 °n the b-’sis of the business reports, or on the basis of otnrr 
infon-iaticn from any other source, die you have any special cause to J sk 
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for further inform: ti on froa the bcs i i te ss nx-ugeaent about tn<> .sale 
of Zyklon? 

A No. 

(■ W.a-6 you also c mcmifer of tho Aufsichtsrct of other caapnnios? 

h Yes. 

f . 'if hen cmgr, approximte-ly? , 

a P.i.haps firs t six. 

‘! Did you hevo the job there of looking into the corrcspc.xlchcc 
of thu Varstrud? 

A No, th-'t would hare boon a riuiculoua undertaking. For axnnplo, 
I aa Deputy Chairman of the Aufsichtsrat of the Con*.-ribank, and I don't 
thinl: that oven a very eager *.mb-r of the- Vorstand could r er.d tho 
entire correspondence of the CoaajrxbanJu 

<i That is sOfficicnt, witn-.ss. Thank you. 

Untion was mi b hero of u comittoc for tho prevention of cpide- 
rslca nn«l disinfection of sites, tho chairman of which was Ur. Potvrs. 
if I understood the Prosecutor correctly, he said that D.gosch paid 
this cor.rd.tbMt. rho borw th,: expanses for this cocraittco? Uns it !>o- 
g^sch, or hen was it paid for? 

A As for r.s I know, the worts of theso caedttocs was done in an 
honorary capacity. Therefore, the ti»* wnich these ecntlumen spent 
in theso crmittces and their traveling expenses were changed to tha 
various caopanius.- 

•i In oth<r woris, Degesch uid not unilntonlly pay for this? 

A Ko. 

< '-as it tho job of this condtteo to supervise these disinfec¬ 
ting caEponits? 

A No. Accordin': to nil that I have heard or have experienced 
about th; organisation of tho Cerarjj economy during the war, this vas 
co.aplet.jly out of tn-j question. 

In the min, what did this ccerittce have to do? 
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a > t had to soo to it that tho requirements were mot as to those 
products which thov supervised. 

ij Fardon r*c, witness, you said the products which they supervise? 

A 7oll, in the sphere of work which they supervised. In that 
sphere of work, they were to sou to At that the raw materials und the 
rca^y products tier* available. 

<> In other words, in a few words, they had to do with the distri - 
butior. and not with the supervision? 

a They wore purely concerned with tho distribution of the products. 

P Doctor, do you have* any cause to aosuou that tho VoraUnd in.-m- 
bars of Farbon, nepaciAlly those three wno • ere in the Administrative 
Comcittnc of b^esch, had ary more sources of infornation then you? 

IP.. ITOtSfcO'Vi I havu ah ob>ctieo that question. Plotse don't 
naswer. * . 

*t it nlorje the Co oiesionur, whet ho has « use to the question 
is made. 

DP. «enn/r« I Hthdrnw the question. 

BY DR. W.CVSi 

< Witness, did you over gear that the Vorstand members of F.-rtvsi, 
especially tlicsi who * ere in tho Adainistrativu Conwlttco, were bettor 
inforrx-d than you? 

A Mo. I ratli n* had the ii^iressioo that they used leas time 
to look through the business reports than I did. 

P 1 have mx.* final question. In your affidavit ycu say that 
you would have- inddiatcly retired fraa u^esch if you had had even the 
slightest suspicion of tile terrible tdsusc of Zyklon, and then you 
continue and say that yov* assume this to bo true for the other taenburs 
of the Administrative C omit tee. Cm you give do a reason for this? 
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A. lh_a assxrrrij.ai of nine- is based — 

:s. IX I object to tiiat question. prosecution raises 

aa objection to that question because it colls for a conclusion of the 
•..-itn_ss as te what other parsons would have clone under assumed facts. 

Of course it is objectionable. 

T1U CaiI3SIu3Es Tour objection till be notod in the record. You 
■j,zy proceed. 

Si DR. B2.i.D?i 

Q. Please ansuur tto qujstich, Witness. 

A. Lay I onsnorT 

Q. Yea. 

• A. I btso this cssx’-a.Jtion on the conviction which is based on a lone 
acquaintance with the fact that ell non in the Adntaistrativo Cooaittoo, 
ell of '.hoc held cainc.it positions in their fims, wore gentlemen in tho 
strictest Swiiso of tho trad. I always found, i:. tho conferences of tho 
Dcgesch, that there was unanimity about tile fact — 

Q. Ju3t r. .:o oant deaso. I think you con continue now. Try it now. 

A. I found in all confer-nccs of the Adnlnictrctivo Council that thoro 
always imaninivo- about the fact diet the rc;>utntion of the Degosch irns 
ooro important than tto profit. 

Q. Tills Jud^xnt ..hich you :»avo just ^ivon to us was true for 
Boer lain, ^Turotcr, a.xl limn? 

A. Yes, end of co-. rso .fcb-r, Andrea;. 

Di.. S-CtJT: Tharf: you. That is enough. 

BT Di'.. i'SLTB (for Ifecrloin): 

Q« Witness, what legal fom did the Dcgcsch have? 

A. Tho Do^csch was a G.a.b.K. 

Q. Is this a capital ccopeny? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And if “partners" arc mentioned here, all thv. time, is this 
expression "partner" correct? 
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A. Ho, it should bo "associates.* 

Q. In order that the American legal circles can understand this, 
trill you tell us which fora corresponds to tho G.n.b.H. in Anglo-Saxon 
law? 

A. A licitcd company. 

0 • 

Q. In otiwr words, it ..'as a capital participation that you, that is, 
the firm, Degussa, and Parben had? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How, in the ‘Vsgesch thoro existed also the fact that tho influenco 
of the associates varied as I tako it free your t-stiaony; is that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. That is sufficient for tho tiaj being. '/no prosecutor showed you 
Dogesch Docxoor.t 'do. l;7, Exhibit 13. That is -u document, "confidontial 
addition to the ninutes of tho Dogesch confers.-xo of 7 Starch 1936. 11 

A. TTould you plaaso help nc to find this? 

Q. This is on page 35 and ploase loo'.: at pago 37. Tnis is tho third 
page of this docraont. Do you have it nc*:? This conccma a difforonco which 
you had with tte business nanageamt of t!» Dogesch; is that correct? 

A. Yes, or with tho other associates. 

Q. At any rate, it was a aattor of how auch imfonaation you could 
get if you wanted it. Please look at this file note which is signed by 
Ifr. Stiogo and reed it, on page 3. Under paragraph 2, it says: "This 
roquost of Or. Goldsctaidt was reacted by Si*. Schlosscr for the Schoidoan- 
stalt and li - . Stiogo for the Dogesch and it was determined that the figures 
and other documents ware of course to be submitted to all associates and 
that it was at their disposal at all tia,s. Hot, however, to tho represent¬ 
ative of one certain associate." And please observe this, that apart froc 
this tho Scheidcanstalt, "as th- business uanggiag associate," and tho 
business nana-cne.it of the Dogesch would reject any discussion on that 
point. L* tint what it 3ays in this file note hero? The viewpoint of th. 
Dogesch business nanagcncnt unck.r Degussa — 


1?90G 


COURT VI CASS VI 

29 Apr (i*a) 

ceuissio;; 


Hi. n:s::077: if it please the Cceraission, it is bad enough to read 
the entire contents of the document in evidence already, but to road it 
two or three tiros in open court, but to ask tl'.e witness if that is Tibet 
it says and then going on to read another dooipont doesn't have any 
point and just clutters tha record. 

r.3 CO:: :sc::cr.:r.j Very won, thu objection iSll be noted An the 

9 

r-cord. 

51 Dit. inLTS: 

Q. ifcvcrthelcss, I shaU ask you bcccuso I went to knar whether 


this docunont, utaioh of course was not signed If you and which according 


to the distribution plan ‘•'hieh you soo on page .’i, tits not sent to you, 
ohethor this doctacnt as far as thu point that 7. r-ad to you is concerned, 
is corroct? 

A. To t** recollection, it is in goncral correct. I only hnvo tho 
following to say about it. At tho tino I did not tsk for a special 
privilege of looldftg into tills. 


Q. VIoll, of co.rsa, that 1? on explanation. But you already told 
that to Itr. I Instaff when lie asked you. I don't iron*, to burden tho record 
T.*ith too anry repetitions* 


at. ;x.s:»;7: Dr. IKJlte, t don't care to go into tho docunont oithor, 
but when the witness bogins to ;xplain -hat ho did than and what did 
happen, that is important for *no record to show. I tliislc he should answer 
the question. 


DU. ;,.34i8i I.didn«t get that. 

£1T3R?.;2Z2!: fill you please repeat it? 

IT;. ITSOSTJ: 1 Td.ll repeat tho question, ’/.w position of the 
prosecution is diet although the docunont its~?.f speaks for it mo If, when 
the witness is as'.rod what occurred he should tc given an opportunity to 
fcivu his couplets and ful^L answer as to what had occurred at that tine. 


DR. iBL'JSt The prosecutor has the possibility to ask as many 
questions of tic witness on this point as he wishes. It is customary tafore 
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thia Court that the defense counsel, when he examines, determine what 
he wants to know ard not what the prosecution wants to know. 

B1 DR. MELTS: 

Q Tbll me, please. Doctor, how often did administrative conmitteo 
meetings take place after 19J7? 

A The administrative meetings took place once a year or sometimes 
twice a year. 

Q Eb you know positively when they took place since 1937? 

A No, I would have to look into my files, but they are not available 
to mo at tho moment. 

Q Therefore you can't soy? 

A^ Well, I remember that in 19*0 e mooting took place In which Dr. 
Wurster participated for the first time; and that in 10 * 2 , whon 1 assisted 
that on administrative meeting would tako place only 0 meeting of assoc¬ 
iates took place. 

Q That is correct. Now, you have testified, when aakod by the 
prosecution, that if we. that is tho meabera of tho Administrative 
Cooaitteo, had wanted to receive information wo would have received itj 
is that correct? Did you »y that? 

A Thefe was only ono decision — 
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Q. This is an answer to a general quostion. But in this criminal 
trial the specific point is whether Dcgosch delivorcd ^yklon-B to tho 
Concontr.tion Camp Auschwitz in ordor to gas human beings. Now, I want 
to ask you the following. Did you over hoar that this happonod? 

A. No; only from the nowspapors after the collapse. 

o.. If you had heard anything like that, would you havo thon re¬ 
quested information? 

U Yes. 

Q. Would you thon also have turned to your colleagues in tho .Id¬ 
ol nistrrtivo CcSBlittCO? 

A. Yos. 

0. Did you ovor do that? 

A. No. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Bccauso I never hoard anything about it. 

Q. Did it happon in rn administrative sossion or at a session of 
associates that such cnings or rumors woro discussed? 

A. No. 

Q. kr. Uinskoff spoke of gas ch.-abors and you confirmed to him 
that the business nanagee^nt showed you ga a chambers. 

A. Yos. 

Q. In order to clarify this, for what purposo wore those gas 
chambers intended? 

A. Tho gas ch?_ibors wore intendod for disinfection of clothing, 
of food, tobacco otc. 

*)• How lergo woro these gas chambers? 

•u The gas chambers might h*vc been froa eight to twenty cubic 
motors. 

Q. might cubic actors? 

A. Cubic motors, that is a closot. 

1. Well, we just want to be deer about it. !*>uld such a gas 
ch.-nber have been suitable to gas human beings? 

• . * 
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— single individual or p fen huann boir-gs could of course 
hrve been killed in r. grs chamber. 

Q. In looking, rt such <*. grs dumber, could one Inrgine thrt this 
grs r.hPnber would be usod for thrt purpose? 

... No, that would hpvo been just unlikely ps to uso such p. grs 
chamber to shoot soaebody. 

Q. Now, Mr. Uinskoff wps also interested in >hethor tho SS de¬ 
liveries wore known to you, but I wpnt to r.sk you tho following rbout 
th*t. Did tho S3 h-Vw OPfjjr opportunities to uso grs chrabors? 

I do not know. 

HR. UXHSBOPFi Hr. Cocaissioner, this witnoss has tostified sovon 
or eight tines now thrt ho had no inforartion rbout rny grs going to 
tho SS. If th't is so, rny questions ps to what uso tho SS could put 
the grs illcg' lly pro coailutoly Irrelevant. 

THiS CCMOSSICXWR: Tour objections will bo noted in tho record. 

Tho Tribunrl will consider then. 

Q. The quostion is ps follows! Whether the SS rs r formation, 
os r. unit, rs r part of tho !*hmneht, hrd nrny opportunities to uso 
disinfectors. 

... .’.ftcr the SS h‘d croctcd a largo number of craps, of courso 
thoy bocr«o an orgrnixrtion which used r lot of disinfecting material. 

n. Did the SS hrvo brrrrcks? 

4. Tos. 

Cl. Did the SS hrve craps rlso, for other purposes than concontrr- 
tion ernps? 

««. Probably. 

Don't you know th't? 

Mo. 

0. Were you of tho opinion thrt the SS only had concentration 
ernps under its adainistr.-tion? 

' L. No, probrbly it had other ernps too. 

Ci. Did you h _ ve any idea, thrt if sene thing bud been delivered to 
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the SS that this would only have been used for concentration camps? 

A. Mo. 

Q. That is the only reason why I wented to esk you this hypothe¬ 
tical question, which you could probably answer apart from your own 
knowledge—whether the idea is wrong that deliveries to the SS wag 
tquivrlont to deliveries to concentration corps. 

A. No, it is not equivalent. 

DR. MELTS: Th^nk you, I hrvo no furthor questions. 

R2CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY 1®. MINSKOFF: 

Q. Just a few quostions. Hr. Coooissionor. Now, first, in connec¬ 
tion with your testimony that if you had known that anything wrong was 
occurring you would have inaediately disassociated yoursolf with it, nay 
I ask you this question. Did your fcllow-oeabcrs in this partnership or 
company of Degosh, did thoy infom you or at loast did tho I.G. P'rbon 
part inform you that thoy wore building and used a concentration c*np 
for inmates to work for I. G. ..uschwitz? 

n. I didn't understand that. 

r„ Were you inforefcd by your partners in Dugesch, your partner 
I. G. Farbcn, that it was building in ..uschwitz a Concentration Carap 
Ifcnowitz for inuates who worked for «uschwitz? 

... Tho canp.I do not knot tho nano Monowitz <-t rll. 

DR. HOFFU.'JWt Your Honor, I object to tills ouostion. It hasn't 
got the slightest thing to do with this affidavit. It concerns a 
wholly different subject and in this case, Your Honor, I would oven pre¬ 
fer to have the Court make an inaediatc decision as to Mother this 
Question can bo troatod further or not. 

e 

DR. N2LTE: On ny part, I would like to objoct to Mr. Minskoff's 
designating this Crap Honowitz as a "concentration canp." He can desig¬ 
nate it as a. "camp," but it has not bc«n do to rained *hethcr it is cor¬ 
rect to call it a “concentration canp" or a "labor canp." 

MR. :1EJSKDFF: There is so nuch ovidcnco in the record now thrt it 
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is a concentration canp that there is no point going into thrt, but 
r-thor than burden the record with further notions boforo tho Court I 
will wlthdr.-w thrt question, ’£r. Conaissionor, 

THE COdLilSSIONSR: Very well. 

BY IdR. —INSKOFF: 

Mow, lir- Witness, you have testified earlier today that you 
couldn't get infomrtion even if you Wanted it fron your partners and 
then 1 -tar you testified thrt you could get infomrtion rnd now, on re¬ 
direct examination by Dr. Ncltc, you grvo a third rnswor. Now, I would 
like tho record to show dorrly what tho rnswor rosily is. New, if you, 
rs p partner in Degcsch, wanted infomrtion concerning the dotrils of 
tho business, cm you toll us sinply, could you or could you not obtain 
thrt infomrtion? 

... In tho Degcsch th is is «crctly tho sroc rs in any othor Gor¬ 
ton conprny — 

r t, lir. Witness,-1 ro not intorosted in rny othor Comrn companies, 
The question to you is, could you rs a orrtnor in Dogosch obtain infor- 
nrtion you wrnted rs to dotrils of their business or couldn't you? 

That is not r. hard question, 

U. No, it is not rnd I will bo gird to answer it clorrly so rs to 
"void any uisunderstrnding. If I wrnted sonc det: ilod infomrtion, I 
valid h"Vv. turned orrlly to the .dninistrrtivc Conferoncv. or writton to 
the nonb«.rs of the .<ministrrtivo Coonittco. I would hrvo had to sug¬ 
gest thrt I wanted infom*tion rbout this or that erse rnd then in tho 
dcinistrrtivc Conaittcc a docision would hrve been rvda accordingly 
r.d the ..dninistrrtivc Coexaittec could of course rt any tine decide 
socothing by r op jority, which was binding on tho business oanagenent 
because the occbcrs of tho .dninistrrtivo Conaittoo were the reproson- 
t.-tives of the associates, but an individual raenber of the ..dninistrr- 
tive Coredttee could not of course on his own ask questions. Mr. Umn 
could not do that any more thrn I.could. 


Q. .*fcw, Ur. Witness, you had two capacities, one as a menbor of 
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the .'.dninistrative Ccasittoe — 

L. Yea. 

$ 

Q. — and the other as a partner. The firm Goldschmidt was a 

partner in this Degesch firm. Couldn't you, representing Goldschmidt, 

completely apart from being on the /idninistrative Comitteo, go down 

» 

to Mr. Peters, who is only en employee of the firm, and say, "Ur. 

Peters, could I see the books and records? I want to soe how the 
business is making out"? 

A. Of course I could visit Ur. Peters at any time, but to under- • 
tako c private scrutinizing of the books would havo been held against 
nc, rightly, by the othor associates. It oidn't even occur to me. 

Q. .nd if you wanted any information of a detailed nrturo a 8 to 
the sales or the production of your firm, is it your testimony that 
the manager of the firm, ft loss employee, would not furnish that infor¬ 
mation to you? 


* 
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In Dcgesch? Ho, that is not customary, it is not done. If 
one participates to tho extant of 15 porcent, one docs not go thero and 
scrutinize the books end details of * company. Thet is whet the admin- 
istrativc Coccittoe was there for, 

Q. Now, one thing further I would liko to clarify, end that i3 
the question that canc up in Dr. Hcltc's cross-examination, I beliove 
it was, or it probably was Dr. Borndt’'s, as to this cocnittee of which 
Lr. Peters w«s Chairman, tho Working Coccittoe for the Decontamination 
of roocs in the Control of Epidemics. Is it true or is it not truo 
that this Coooittoo was financed by the Degosch Coop any, which was con¬ 
sidered to be the enterprise in charge? 

U. I havo already answorod that. It was customary for the work 
in those commit to os tc bo done on an honorary basis, and, as frr rs I 
an infora-d, it was not customary to chargo for travol oxpensos, but 
one charged tlioso to one's company. Thorofore, tho exoonsos of theso 
committ-.es were pr»cticrlly oqufl to zero. I do not know who paid tho 
•mall office expenditures, probably tho economic grouo of the chomical 
industry did that. 

*J. Ur. witness. Just this last question. I an not ooncerned with 
what is usual or customary in tho business. I h~vo a vory specific 
question, and that is: IVds particular committee of which wo aro talk¬ 
ing—do you haopen to know whether or not it was actually fin.-nc«riby 
tho Dogesch firm? 

•- No, I considor that improbably. 

Q. He/ I cell your attention, Hr. Witness, to Prosecution E;Jiib- 
it 1773? It appears on ergo 214, I balieve, of tho Gorrarn, in Book 
63-82. 

'..ill you show that to. the witness? 

(Bacunont submitted to witness) 

Q. (Continuing) I call your attention to the paragraph rhich roads 

"The business Hanagor of Dcgesch, Dr. Peters, was charged by tho 
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Special Cocoittoo for Chemical Products of the Roich Minister for .j-to- 
aacnt and Munitions for the formation of a working coonittoo on fumi¬ 
gation and anti-epidemic agents, which started work on 26 Juno 1942, 
and for the organization of which Degosch, as the enterprise in charge, 
was also financially responsible." 

Does that refresh your recollection as to Mother or not it was 
Degosch which paid for this commit tee and supported it? 

4. This cannot refresh cy memory because I never know anything 
about the oattor. However— 

Q. Thank you; that is tho answer. 

THE COMMISSIONER: The Cocnission will be in rocess now, until 

1*30 

(/. recces was taJcon until 1330 hours). 
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Under directives -of United States Military Tribunal No. 6, 
testimony of nitncssos llstod-below was required to bo taken beforo 
the undersigned Concise loner. Pursuant thereto the said Coanlsslonor 
has conducted hearings at which the following wltnessos have Hilly 
testified* 


Date Naas__of S.^l n £ s *. Off lol&l_Trenscrijrt 

8 April 191*8 Halter warllaont 

9 April 191*8 Kurt Kruegor 

12 April 191*8 Karl Weber 

12 April 19U8 Paula Ester 

13 April 191*8 Ernst Struss 

11* April 191*8 4 Christian Zahn 

15 April 191*8 ■ * 

16 April 191*8 Bernhard Sohoener 

19 April 191*8 Adalbert'Pelndal 

20 April 191*6 Josef Grobel 

20 April 191*8 Gustav Plstor 

21 April 191*8 Bell de Haas 

21 April 19W Heinrich Schuh 

23 April 191*8 4 Heinrich Sohlndler 

28 April 191*8 * ■ 

26 April 191*8 Walter Klkuth 

26 April 191*8 - Bans Sauor 

27 April 191*8 lillhels Ouellborg 

29 April 191*8 Thoo OoldachcWt 

29 April 191*8 4 ..nton Aelthlnger 

30 April 191*8 " * 

29 April 191*8 4 Rudolf von Spretty 

30 aprll 191*8 * * ■ 

30 April 19tf. Rudolf Scheldt 

5 Uay 191*8 4 * 

6 Uy 191*8 " * 

3 lAy 1918 Wolfgang Alt 

3 Uy 191*8 Carl 3ado. 

3 Uy 191*8 4 Kurt H*rtmnn 

1* Uy 191*8 * " 

L Uy 191*8 Frits Dion 

L hay 19UJ Kurt B la fold 

1* May 191*8 Adolf Taub 

5 Lay 191*8 Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 

6 Uy 19LB 4 Wornor Schcltz 

7 Uy 19U8 " * 

10 Uy 1916 Wax Winkler 

10 hay 191*8 Frit* Hlrsch 

10 Uy I9I18 Ernst Krosohwskl 

10 May 191*8 4 Fran* rWoratonborg 

11 Uy 191*8 " * 

11 Uy 1918 Ho in* Savoleborg 

11 Uy 191*8 Karl rtuascheldt 

11 Uy 19L8 ■ KoInhold 

10 Uy 191*8 Prlodrlch Solohor 

During the sold proceedings the following exhibits havo 
been offered In evidence: 


10375-10907 

11126-11163 

III65-HI75 

11177-11199 

11293-11338 

UUJ*-lll0O 

11587-11612 

11706-11723 

11827-1181*1 

1181 * 2-11860 

11861-11878 

12098-12128 

12129-1211*0 

12337-12370 

12707-12777 
121*61-12106 
12500-12512 
12598-12621 
12871-12909 
12910-12953 

13075-13092 
12951*-12960 

13065-13075 
13093-13133 
13620-13629 
13651-13719 
1321*6-13269 
13271-13291 
13292-13316 
131*12-131*50 
1310O-13U6O 

131*61-131*79 

131*80-131*89 

13566-13619 

13720-13735 

13661-13691 

11*173-11*161 

11*195-11*209 

ll*210-ll*22o 

11*221-11*21*5 

11*377-11*381* 

11*387-11*1*21* 

11*1*25-11*1*39 

ll*U*0-’M*55 

11*182-11*191* 
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Exhibit 


Offiol£l_Iran6oript 

- 10B99 

109014 
1111*5 
' 11182 
11183 

11302 

11312 

11327 

11330 

111*68 

111*73 

111*73 

lll*85 

111*76 

•111*82 

11831* 

1181*8 

12615 

12616 
12706 
12733 

12876 

12915 

12921 

12923 

12927 

12933 

1291*2 

13106 

13111 

13126 

13620 

13286 

13728 

13730 

11*382 

11*392 


H232 

150*2 

15063 

11*257 

13521* 

1L256 

1&251 

11*252 

11 * 011 * 

11*039 

13081* 

10532 

10528 

10907 

13525 

15021 

3763 

1511*5 

1511*6 

861*7 

15132 

1511* 

11*096 

13531* 

15215 

15260 

15173 

7637 

7666 

15290 

15296 


I, the undersigned Corr.lcsloncr, do hereby oortify that tho 
aforosald offlolal trancoript pages oor*prico n ftill, truo md corroot 
roport of suoh proooodlngs, tost loony and ovldonoo hoard and recorded 
therein boforo no. 


Datod at hurnborg, Oorrany, fcay 28, 191*8 


Cc_^.isslonor of Tribunal No. 6 
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29 ADT US-A-liB-13-i-Caylord (*nt. Juelich) 
Court No. VI, Case No. VI (C0KHS5IGH) 


THE MARSHAL: The ccenlssion is again in session. 

THE PRESIDENT: One of the defense lawyers cannot be here 

tomorrow so it's necessary for us to finish the two witnesses wo 

have thi3 afternoon. We only have two witnesses and we must finish 

then for one of the defense counsel'announced that he couldn't be 

here tomorrow. I an telling you this so don't ask any unnecessary 

• 

questions and take up any unnecessary time. But I want to give you 
all the time you want, but we want to finish this afternoon. ’Let's 
proceed. 

DR. BACHEU: (For Dr. llgner): I aa calling the witness Dr. 
Anton Reithinger to the stand again. He has already boon sworn in. 
THE PRESIDENT: Ho's been sworn in? 

DR. BACfCM: Tcs. 

TIE PRESIDENT: All right, you may proceed. 

TTIECT raiJttlPH - Continued 
DP. AmOK RSITHTTJSR - Resumed 


BT DP.. BACHE2I: 


Q Dr. Reithinger, ploase stato your full name and address 


for the record. 


A Or. Anton RAithinger; Munich, Icnanninger Strasso 6Ij. 
Q The witness Dr. Reithinger has deposod semo affidavits 


for the defense of Dr. llgner which I shall 


now: In Dr, llgner 


Document Book Jfe, II, Document 3U, Exhibit 37; Document 35, Exhibit 
38; Document 38, Bihibit lil^^po^ne^^rl,^Exhibit hh; Document U2, 
Exhibit 1,5; In llgner ToCukenf Book Ho>Rl*. Document No. 122, Ex¬ 
hibit 126; and llgner Sock Ho. ifeptocunent No. 160, Ex- 

hibit 161. , W \ V. , - 7 j 

Dr. Reithinger, X an asking vcw whcj&er you wish to add or 
change anything concerning thei g'aPf^ vits? 

A No, I have no alterations to make. 

Q I have no further questions. 
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Court No. VI, Case No. VI (COWnSSION) * 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MRS. KAOTHAWl 

Q Witness, do you have all of your affidavits which were 
referred to a moment ago in your possession now? 

A Yes, 

9 

Q Now in yair affidavit, which is Ilgner's EAibit 37, that 
is Document 3U f yax state that Verbindingomaonner reports were among 
the sourco of information utilized in the TOUT reports and yew also 
state that thofle Verbindirgsnaenner reports played a completely sub- 
ordinate role in your work since you obtained the information sooner 
from official implications or the press. What official publications 
are yai referring to? 
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A TJe had the official statistics of all countries and current 
statistics fran the international press, for example, about raw material 
prices, trade abroad, about production figures, and briefly about all tho 

figures which the international economic press publishes currently. 

9 » 

3 Were these figures and information generally available in 

Germany? 

A The figures were available anywhere in Germany as long as tho 
international press was available in Germany. 

Q How you say that this information was also available in the press. 
Vf hat press are you referring to? Was that the Geraan press? 

A The Geraan and the international press. 

Q ./as the international press available in Germany? 

A Tea. 

Q It was? 

• * 

A Yes, until tho war. 

Q Now isn't it true that shortly after Verhindungsmacnner were 
appointed for I.G., National Socialist editors requested that facta and 
information which were received fren I.G. Verbindungaoaenner bo passed on 
to them for their confidential information? 

A I do not knew about that, because 1 was not canpctant for tho 
connection with the press. 

Q In that connection, *» r . Witness, I show you Prosecution’s Exhibit 
P-k2 which is Nl—5727, and I direct your attention to the top of the last 
page of this exhibit which states: "Passarge reports on requests submitted 
to him to pass on to a few suitable National Socialist editors for their 
.»wn confidential information the reports and facts received by us frern 
I.G. Verbindungsraenner. This catter is to be settled at a special 
meeting in tfiich Gattineau, Reithinger, Passarge arxi Karst tju will take part* 11 
DR. BkCHHi: I object to this because I cannot sec what connection 
these particular facts concerning the I.G. Verbindungsaaenncr have with the 
affidavit of the witness. 
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tas. KAUF1DUJ: T he witness has stated in his affidavit that Voi^- 
bindungssaenner reports contain catter which he obtained sooner from 
official publications or the press. I believe that the question to the 
prosecution has direct bearing on that statement. 

THE PRESIDENT: The objections and the reasons of each of you will 
be in the record ani when the Tribunal reads the evidence they will pasc 
on whether or not your objection is good. 

BY LRS. XAURJLH: 

Q Now Lr. Witness, does this passage refresh your recollection 
that requests were made by the National Socialist editors that infomation 
fraa Vorbincungamaenner be passed on to thee? 

A No, this sentence cannot refresh ay n«..ory because 1 must 
explain the situation. VOWI did not get any reports froa tho I.C. Vor- 
bindunvanaenner directly, but tho PDKA was ccepetent to compile these 
reports arel to process then. This 3DKA chose cuttings froa papers and 
similar economic oaterial, books and paaphlots which the I.C. VcrbindungB- 
aacnner sent and thich might have been of interest to the VO'11, and sent 
then to the VOVA. This general aatorial was already known to us in most 
cases before it reached the HJWI through the BDKA. Owing to this, it was 
relatively uninteresting for us and was hardly used for any purpose. Lay 
I explain here that the work of the TO'.fl was to draw conclusion froa basic 
statistical material, and froa their own scientific work. For us, 
conclusions which had been drawn by representatives, abroad from some 
aatorial or other were of little interest, through experience in many cases, 
such as the loss owing to currency exchange, we kr.eu that usually wrong 
conclusions were drawn on the spot where it happened. Owing to that, 

*»« were only interested in actual basic figure oaterial. 

Q Now to get back to the question which was put to you, do you 

recall that National Socialist editors requested that infomation supplied 

• • 

byl.G. Verbindunssoaennor be passed on to then for their own confidential 


information? 
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A No, I cannot remember that because I was not competent for this. 

3 You have answered the question, Lr. Reithinger. Now you have 
testified that the Verbindungaaae.mer reports were of no special value 
to your Wr.il organization, lias that true with respect to I.G. Farben 
generally? 

A Unfortunately, I cannot say that because I cannot pass 
judenent as to what the contents were of the entire reports of the I.G. 
Verbindungsmaenner. 

Q Now, isn't it true that WIFO compiled periodic reports on the 
basis of V c rbindungsaaenner reports which were Presented at the rogular 
commercial coraaittee meetings? 

DR. BrtCKai: Unfortunately, 1 must object again. Qjestions are 
being asked here which have nothing to do tdth the 10.3, which is the 
subject of discussion. Oueotions arc being ashed which concorn tho 

# 

VflPO and Vorbindungszaenner, about which the witness made no statements. 

USS. XAUnJAN: I think that these questions go to the merits of 
how valuable tho V c rbindungsnaenner reports were generally, and tho 
witness has raisod that question in his affidavit. 

DR. B«CKa.: Lay 1 Just reply to that that the witness merely 
reports about the significance of the V e rbindungssaenner in as far as 
the WMI is concerned but not generally for the I.G. or for the ’.UK) 
or any other organization. 

THE PRESIDENT: The commission doesn't pass on those objections, 
so the only thing to do is to make the objections and your reasons as 
brief as possible and then the T r ibunal will consider those when they 
go to read the evidence. . 

BY MRS. KAURiAN: 

3 In connection with the limitations of the questions concerning 
Verbindungsnaenner to VW3, the prosecution cannot accept that position 
because the witness has characterized the Vcrbindungsmaenner reports as 
reports which generally contain infomation of no significance or value 
or ihich cane after full publicity had been given to that irfforaation. 


29 A 0 ril-A-II/-lA-/r-Ga 7 I 0 rd (Int. Juelich) 

Court' VI Case VI CCLKISSION 

Mow ay question yoq — d$> ygu gecali the ^es^ior? that was put to 
you, Ur. fitness? 

A Yes, about the general moaning these xeports had for the I.G, 

9 

Farben. 

Q 1 /ell, in ny other report, the last <n:stion was: an a matter 

• e 

of fact, isn't it true that UPO compiled oericideal reports on the basis 
of the Verbindungscaenner reports which were pr. sented at the regular 
casaercial coeaittee meeting? 

A I cannot even judge that. I believe 'tut the reports of the 
V 0 rbindungsmaenner were also usod as doc icon tar; basis by the 'CPO, but 
since the fCFO has pressed by TOC and since th*. relations between the 
'.CPO and the TOC were not very close, I cannot iudge this. 

Q Did you know that these reports ware ..Ivan to interested 
govornuent agencies such as ths Wehmacht, the xehr, and the Foreign 
Office of the NSDAP. 

A Ko, I do not know that in that fom sJ Jar. T. do know that the 
TilPO in particular, under Dr. Ter Hear later, tlx sigh the relations with 
thellinistry of Econcxnics, constantly went to gft inf.-'xoation on problems 
of foreisn trado, of custcos duty, prices, ard f^rth —'and thle 
inforaation was coapiled in the so-called WIPO toper fc and sent to the KA. 

Q I shou you Efecuaent marked KI-3763 which is offered as 
Prosecution's Exhibit 2332. T his is an affidav.t prepared by yoirself, 
D3. ASCHEKA'JER: (Fbr Gattineau) I - 

ilBS. KAUfliAII: 'fill jou please let me finish «y question. This 
is an affidavit oreoared by yourself on 29 January 19A7. Mow, you might 
state ycur objection. 

a 

DR. ASCHEHAUER: 1 object to the submission <-f this affidavit. 

I cannot understand how the prosecution can submit an affidavit row after 
this affidavit was made on 29 Jamary 1%7 already. Added to this is 
the fact that the witness questioned here cannot te cross-t,<amined 
concerning the TCPO but only about the TOC. In view of th» fact that 
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this affidavit brings up questions which are of importance for ny client, 

and I am forced, if this affidavit should be accepted, to question the 

witness as well, I ask for interruption of the session of the commission 

and for a ruling by the court about the admissibility of my objection to 
,*#• 

be made now, because the result will be that 1 shall have to conduct 

• 

a very detailed examination about it and the ruling of the court is vitally 

important fbr this. It will not help ua if the objection is containod 

in the record, but in this case a ruling is necessary. If the objection 

# 

is entered in the record, then fbr my part it is necessary to wait for 

tho rulins of the Tribunal and then to examine the witness Reithingar 

# 

on another day. 
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29 April 194 S-A.- 23 D-lp-l-Frlasau Uuelich) 

Court VI, Case VI COiL(T 3 S^O)l 

MR 3 . XAUFHAN; x he Prosecution must confess — 

IH. I-IOFTliAlM: Mr. Cooaissioner, I am 6 orry out, since 
the naae of ,»y client was also mentioned, I must Join the 
motion .ipc'e by "my collerge and I ask that the session of the 
Comnlasi'-n be Interrupted and 9 ruling by the Tribunal be 

brought in. 

• 

3 R. ACK Z'.: 7 also Join the notion of the no gentlemen? 

1 R 3 . KAUFUAH:. The prosecution did not understand the 
basis of the counsel's objection Mth respect to the date 
on -hich this affidavit -as prepared. It does not under¬ 
stand the relevancy of that op tlculpr oojectlon. 

‘/ith rsepact to the other letter raised by counsel, the 
prosecution ’'111 stete this affidavit is nov offered in 
evidence in connection «lth Che witness'c testimony concern¬ 
ing the veluo of ;ne Verolndun^emacnner reorte v ich la 
clearly discussed m tho affidavit offered oy tho prosecution. 

• THI CO fe will procoed *ith it. 

DR. .CFr.iAi;!.*: Hay I ask briefly— I did not quite under¬ 
stand vhpt che procecut'on said — does the prosecution 
only want-to submit only one or cwo sentences from his 
affidavit or are they offering the entire affidavit? 

Has. KAVriA??: The prosecution is under tho impression 
thrt vnen a document is Introduced for the purpose of 
cross examination it is introduced in evidence in its 
entirety. 

DR. MOrT Ar;': In that c~se, Hr. Comlssloner, nay I ask 
for p ruling on our’objection. 

-HI CC “.“ 53 IC:'IR: 1 e w ; ll ha*'e to proceed , -ith this; ve 
can't stop *’'ery fen minutes to go covn and see tho Tribunal, 
so you jut your objections in che record end your r^sons and 
Chen **'e vill :aks those c.ilngs up. 

DR. Or FliAHK; May we InCerrupt for a moment? I just ’fpjit 
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to discuss this with my colleagues. 

DR. ASC:a;AU2R : Mr. Commissioner, I would like to acc 
something. The view of the prosecution that en affidavit 
is submitted In its entirety for cross examination is also 
wrcr.g. President Shake ruled, that pn affidavit s*rv»e a a 
counter evidence, as rebutal evidence, on vr r *ous points 
a-ainst the testimony of the “itness who has just been 
questioned. Please consider tnls. I shall personally leave 
tnls session of the Coauisslon end gc to the main tribunal. 

IH2 CC.;iI33I0KIi\s Very well; you have that privilege. 

HRS. lAUF.iAK; Hay I state that I n*-ve sia ?ly ono 
question to put to the -ltneas concerning this document 
and if it is to the Interest of the defense that I defer 
putting this question until the termination of my cross 
examination of the mtnero, I shall os rled tc do so. 

DR. /OFTIIAIV: **r. Co : liosloner, any r st-tc the follow¬ 
ing for the record? I ar. very sorry to h'-'e tc object to ray 
es r earned coll-a^uo but ny nain lntor*st, Mr. Ccmnicuionor, 
is to object a ainst the submission of t .is docu **nt because 
the Prosecution could have offeree it months a^e, but did not 
do so. How, six day6 before the conclu6‘on of this trial, it . 
is 6till bein w sub'lltted although the case of the prosecution 
hes been closed already months aro. 

HRSAUT.UH: I don't believe the prosecution need com- 
ment on that remark. Shall I proceed, ar. Coaai6sioner? 

TH2 CttLJ83I(ffi3: You may proceed, yes. 

^ ..A3. XAUFIAH: 

* Have you that affidavit. Hr. fitness? 

A Yes, I have a copy. 

s, Under I tea c of this affidavit ycu state in the 
second par;_raph — and I quote: "Reports that -ere turned 
Into the 3DKA by the Verbinc.ungsnaenner abroad were also 
used -by *flpo in its relations with govern lent and Party 
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agencies. Whatever was Interesting in these reports always 
found its way to Wlpo. Since the beginning of the war Vlpo 
compiled periodical reports for the meetings of the Commercial 
Committee which was assembled on the basis of the monthly 
reports of the Verblndungsraaenner. This report was passed 
on to the Vorstand and probably to the interested government 
agencies such as the Vehrnacht, presumably to the Abwehr, and 
to Major Bloch. It can be afsuoed that these reports 
went to the Reich Economic Ministry and probably the Ausland- 
eorganlzat'on. Contained in these reports was information on 
economic and political subjects." 

Now, in the light of what you testified to concerning 
the fact theoe reports contained matters which were generally 
known before they arrived in Germany, can you explain why it 
is that such organizations as the Wehrmncht would have 
requested copies of the Varblndungsmaenr.or report for informa¬ 
tion contained in them? . 

A I can only repeat that I do not know that. I have to 
make some explanations here. Concerning thl6 affidavit, I 
am in rather a difficult position. In the winter of 1945-47, I 
was Interrogated oy the prosecution for several weeks and 
in conclusion of those interrogations I hod the record shown 
to me at the end. This 16 neither ny phrasiology nor does 
It express.... 

>3 .Mr. Witness, I would like an answer to the ©articular 
question which I put and that ls : why were these reports of lra- 
oortance to the ’'ehroacht? 

A I am rfriad I have to give some explanation first 
because this po«nt is without doubt, incorrect when the 
record we.6 submitted to me at the time, after many days of in¬ 
terrogation, I tried to correct the mistakes and misunderstand¬ 
ings wr.ich had occurred during the interrogation. 

Soubtl366ly, a misunderstanding occurred here which was not 
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taken out of the affidavit. The r®port6 of the Wipo for the 
KA are not directly known to ae out I know that fhey were 
compiled end in these reports was the in ormption which the 

Wlpo got from the government — and is, the Ministry of 

* • 

Economics and from other authorities; and they revised these 

9 

repotts for I.O. Far'oen. 

Therefore, I can't a.uite see why the Wlpo, as intermed¬ 
iary agency of one government agency to another — namely, 
to the •forhmacht or to the counter-intelligence — should 
have handed on this Information which the counter-intelligence 
or the Roich Ministry could have secured directly from a 
government agency — namely, from the foreign office or 
Ministry of Economics. 

% Mr. Witness, you are now talking about an affidavit 
which you signed, is that correct, ard "hich you sworo to 
under oath — is that correct/ 

A Yes. 

d How, you state in your affidavit which is known as 
Exhibit 37 that no-ar from any source was it suggested 
that you and your colleagues should eng-v.e in espionage and 
propaganda activity. Did you ever engage in propaganda 
activities for Natl Germany? 

A No; as far as I understand it, I did not. 
w Do you recall having mode a trip to America in the 
spring or summer of 1933? 

A ^es, in the spring of 1933. 

4 That was the pur ose of that trip-.’ 

A The purpose of that trip war that our American business¬ 
men friends ware to be informed that we expected the deval¬ 
uation of the U.3. dollar. 

^ '/as tr.is n connection with T.G. Ferben business? 

A Yes, it was connected with the debts which I.G. Far'oen 
hed In the States and all their interests; and throughout the 
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winter wc na.d watched the dollar situation and, contrary to the 
re6t of the world ana particular contrary to the attitude 
of the cands, W3 had gained the Impression that the American 
dollar was going to oe devaluated. 

** Now, isn't it a fact th*t on your trip to America at 
that time you also engaged In propaganda for the Nazi cause? 

A No. 

H In that connection I show you document marked NI-15145 
which will become prosecution's exhibit 2333. i direct your 
attention to page 2 of this document in wnich you state: 

"It was at least possible to oxolaln and advertise tiie 
German causo successfully to our frlf.nds In America and 
esoeclal y in New York frea where 1 hvt roturned yesterday." 

Doos that refresh your rccollccticr. that on that trip 

• 

you engaged in propaganda fur Nail Jerr.*r.y7 
A May - road this doe ament fi r a n»nato? 

Please, tako your tine. 
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A Hay I scy the following concerning this. Neither do I reraember 
row who Dr. Goorg Luedtko was, rer can I remember ever having taken part 
in any parts of these discussions; 

1 Ky question to you was, whether or not you recall that on this 
trip to Ace rice you engaged in propaganda for the Nasi cause? 

A No. On no occasion, either in An erica rr Gcrcyiny, did 1 discuss 
Gcraany with people, nr r did I hold any lectures in America. During the 
three to four wcoks which I spent in Accrica l was exclusively togothcr 
with American friends of l.G. Parbtn, rni once I went to the National 
Industrial Conferor.ee B card. *1 was mcrolj invitod for a lunch’ and I 
ncrely listened ttere. Hay I say that such replios to letters which woro 
sent to people who were not invited, were sent out automatically by tho 
hundrod ... 

Q Your comments were not requested concerning that particular 
docuoent. If the Defonso wants to quosticn you about this document ho may 

do so, but if this document docs not rofresh your recollection, wo will 

• 

go on to the next question. Did you make a trip to the near East in 

Seotembor, 1933? 

A To tho near Scat? Do you mean to tho Balkans and Turkey? 

Heirevor, not to whore the Orient starts. 

Q 1 ca referring to the south-east of 3: rope. 

A Yes, I was in Southeast Europe. 

Q TJhat was the purposo of this trip? 

A The .xu-poso of this trip was mainly to get infonar.tion about tho 
economic development of those countries. 

3 -fcs this in connection with l.G. Farben business? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you mako propaganda for the Gcraar. cause on that trip? 

A Ho. 

Q ..'oron't you on an official mission on that trip for tho purposes 
nf obtaining information not in relation to l.G. Forben business? ✓ 
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A At any rate, no order had been given to gather information not 
concoming the I.G, Farben. But the TOWI had such an extensive fiold of 

activity that during such a trip, I gathered all information and data 

• • 

evon if it did not intorest Farben, whatever I thought would be suitable. 
Q But this was for I.G. Farben, is this correct? 

A los. 

Q In connection with your association with I.G. Farben, in that 

• • « 

connection I show you document aarkod KI-15146, which will bccano 
Prosocution exhibit 2334. This is a lottcr free Kruogcr to the manogors 
of I.G, Agoncios in the near East, which rofors to this trip by you, Jtoth 
and Uoollondorf, on pago two, Krueger states, and I quote: 

0 

"Tho purposo of this trip is information of a gonornl nnturo, not 
in diroct contact with I.G. Business, and for this roason, tho gentian on 
will rofrnin free using the I.G. Agoncios ns a baso. T hoy will rathor 

obtain tha introductions to officials thore, which they nood for thoir 

• 0 

work, via the official Goraan ropresentativos, in tho first instanco, 

• • • # 

the Foreign Office. They will therefore utiliao, in tho first instmeo, 
legations of Bubassios as intermediaries." 

Uy question is: Hhy w«s it that Krueger was anxious that I.G. 
should not appear in connection with this visit? 

A Insofar as I can follow Dr. Kruogcr 1 s train of thought, 
doubtlossly it was his intention to climinato tho Joalousios botwoon tho 
F^nkfurt agencies, by stating that our trip was not connected with tho 

• 

I.G. businoss. At tho time neither D r . Kruogor nor Zofl woro canpotont, 
nor could wo havo obtained poraission to tako care of I.G. business. I 
therefore assume that this was tho main idee of Dr. Krueger. May I add 
that Horr von Uoollendorf, fTon his forcer activity in tho Voclkorbund 
(Uaguo of Netions), had particularly dose associations with the old 
fficebers of the Foreign Office, and therefore asked for introductions. May 
I also add that the man in charge of that trip, Herr von Uocllcndorf, was 
known as a definite anti-Nazi; that H e rr Bircktor Jtoth was a Jew, and it 
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can hardly be assumed that I, in accompanying these two gentlemen, woujd 
havo been able to do espionage in those countries. 


Q ?Jns it a habit for I.G. to bo so inhospitable to its employees 
or associates traveling abroad? * 

A I beg your pardon, would you repeat it? 

• > » 

Q Mr, Kruegor makes dear ir. his letter that tho I.G. agoncios 
wore not t<j havo any official connections end wore not to procuro 
introductions for yew and your associates on that trip. My question is: 
Was it customary for Parben to be so inhospitable to employees traveling 

abroad? Heron't they usually accorded ... 

• # 

A No, not in general. Bat this caso was a setter of courso, 
boenuso at that time I was not yet on coployco of I.G. Fr.rbcn, but an 
employoo of tho Deutsche Laondorbnnk. Horr von Moolloodorf was not on 
atployoo of I.G. Fr.rbcn eithor, and I think it is undorstandnblo that 
Dr. Kruogor thought in as far.as any furthor actions by I.G. Fhrbcn 

* s 

concerning this trip were concerned, - after all,.thoy are not I.G. Farben 
peoplo. 

Q B ut you wore, on that trip, not connected with I.G. Farbon 
businoss, is that corroct? 

A May I say first that this is not corroct; tho' foundation of 
tho Vowi, as Goheimrat Bosch and Moollcndorf intondod it, was to provido 
not for an I.G. Institute or Agency, but for o very public institution 
for tho uso of everybody, something liko the thon German institute for • 
Economic Research, and just then, at that Hop, wo brought out publications 

lika the so-called elementary comparison between America, Germany , 

• • 

Prince, Eh gland, Italy . . . 

Q Mr. Stress, would you please stick to tho question and 
avoid giving us a long discourso on the activities of the TO ill. 

Now, do you consider that you havo answered my question, that 
you wore engaged in I.G. Fhrbcn business on this trip to tho Near East? 

1 f you do, we will let the record speak of itself. 
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A No, we wore not doing I.G. business. It concerned general 

• • 

economic problems. 

Q Isn't it true that free the beginning of the Nazi seizure of 
power tho Defendant ^lgner nadc the utmost offorts to establish a 
position for himself among the men of the now He gin o 7 

I 

A I do not think that ho was seeking for a position ... 

DR. BACH a:: 1 oust object again to this question. It has nothing 
to do with tho affidavits of the witnoss, it is a general question going 
far beyond them. 

iflSS KAUFilAN: Tho witness has stated in his affidavit, which is 
Ilgnor exhibit 37, that Ilgnor offered his N.K. ^ offico as a hoovon for 
political porsocutcos, I assumo Ibr the {xirposo of showing a hostilo 
‘attitudo toward the Nazi regime. In any event, this quostion is askod 
so that tho D 0 fondant's attitudo towards tho Nasi rogime, which was 
described by tho witness . . . lhis goes to that particular quostion, 

THE COMMISSIONER: The objection and reasons aro in the rocord 
so wo will procood. 

BY 13SS KAUFMAN: 

Q I\> you rocall tho quostion, or shall I repeat it to you? 

A, Ploaso do. 

Q Isn't it true, that from tho beginning of tho Nazi Soizuro 
of powor, Ilgnor nadc tho utmost offorts to establish a position for 
himself among tho men of the new regioo? 

A In that ease, I consider tho way in idiich the question i3 put 
as incorrect; it is correct that Dr. Ugner tried, after tho seizure of 
power by the Nazi regime, to improve the non-existing connections between 
7 and tho Party. I think one can say that. B ut I don't think 
he was trying to gain s.aac sort of e position for himself because thoro 
nrs no need for that. 

Q Now, in your affidavit, which is ilgncr exhibit 38, — 
do you have that before you? — you state, concerning Prosecution Exhibit 
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877, which is MI-7672, that Chaznico only transmitted to VOICE gcnorally 
published materials, such ns books arri magazines irhich wero generally 
accossiblo to the public, end oxccrpts from daily papers. Now, isn't it 
true, as a matter of fact, that Chaznico also sent specially propnred 
roports on the subject of technical developments in the United Statos? 

A A s I sco the quo at ion it was Chaanico and not Wipo. 

DR. BACHa!: I no sorry, I just wanted to point out that the 
translation said Wipe instead of Chaanico. 

BY 13SS KAUFL1AN: 

Q Do you understand, lir. Witress, that we arc talking about 
Channico now? 

* Ye a, I fully understand your cpicstion. Dr. Bannert of 
Departoont IV always received ell mail from America. I concerned myself 
relatively Uttlo with this, theroforo I can neither confins nor dony 
tho quostion, but I m convinced, that if a technical department of I.G, 
would have written to WW, that thoy wanted technical articles from 
noasp-pors or magazines, thoy would of course have furnished thorn and 
would hr.vo complied with their wishes. 

Q Did you correspond with Chaanico? 

A Yos, in particular during ay trip to A aorica I visitod Chaanico 
and from that visit oorards thoro has boon an occasional correspondence 
which, howovor, almost stopped altogcthor after seme years. Tho 
articles of Chaanico, tho clippings which tho Chaanico sont to us wore 

of relatively little interest to us Just like the material f»*ro BDKA 

• • • 

reports which wo rocoived, because, as * explained, wo already had tho 
statistical data and other documents frem other and better sources . . . 

Q Shon was the Last time you received fairly regular 
correspondence free Chaanico? You say it stopped almost completely nftor 
a few years. When do you mean that it stopped almost completely? 

A I would say that about the beginning of the war they stoppod 

a aiding us material altogether. But I ca nn ot give a definite date, 
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1 •_ 

• 

because, as 3 said, mail tree America was not handled by ao. 

Q Was the mail addressed directly to you? 

A I believo that the mail was addressed either directly to mo 
or to Vowi or perhaps to D r . Bnnnert, At any rate, it was automatically 
distributed to Department IV. 

Q Did you receive nail free Chtanico, and I mean by that you 
personally, Mr. Witness, which was of a camouflage nature. That is, it 
was not sent directly to I.C. F-rbon, but it was sent through camouflaged 
nail? 

A I cannot say that, because the nail caao to ay desk already 
oponod. I don't know how it reached me. 

Q You had no knowledge of the fact that this anil Was boing 
sent to you through caoouflaged ways, is that correct? 

A No. I never bo the rod to find out how the anil came*' 

• # 

Q Now you did rcccivo reports, as a cattor of fact, from Chcranioo, 
wrltton as well as printed reports by Chaanico, ns Into as shortly nftor 
the outbreak of the war, which wore sent to you through camouflaged 
r.ddrcssos, is that correct? 

A I am afraid I don't know that. 

Q In that connection I will show you docuncnt NI-864.7 which will 
bccano Prosecution exhibit 2336, and 1 ask you: Docs this rofresh your 
recollection that Chccnico transmitted to you; lottors and roports undor 
camouflaged addrossos? If this does not rofrosh your rocolloction, 
plcaso answer no and lot us proceed. If it doos, thon state that. 

A No. I can only gather that one letter was obviously addrossed 
to no end ono to senebody olso, 

Q Mow, in your affidavit, which is Ilgnor Exhibit 41, you state 
that the institute for market investigation- and the Kiel Instituto for 
Iforld Economics and Maritime Traffic wore also entrusted with tasks for 
the Off./ after the outbreak of the war. When did you loam that the so 
organizations were performing tasks for the OKU? 

A I knew that right from the start because we cooperated very 
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closely with the Institute at Kiel. * Q paid them a rotainor for tho use 
of the large library. 

Q When you say n wc°, yew mean I.G, R\rbcn, is that correct? 

A Tho Vowi. 

Q Now, in this affidavit which 1 just referred to, llgnor exhibit 

» i • 

U, you discussed Prosecution exhibit 860, NI-7493. Those aro oxcorpts 
fnxn tho woekly file of the Military Economy Office. You stated in your 
affidavits that saao of tho on tries contained in this weekly filo aro 

products of somoono 1 a imagination. Is it true, D r . Rcithingcr, that on 

# • • 

August 24, 1939, Dr. J ahn and Fomeu from Vowi porticioatod in a conforcnco 
togothor with you, with a acabor of tho °ffico of the Military EcoiKwny 
Staff at which you made Vowi's archives and prlntod material available 
to the Military Economy Staff end also agrcod that Vowi was to answor 
any specific roquosts for information by tho Military Economy Staff? 

Is that corroct? 

A I considor tho entries in tho diary to bo wrong insofar as . . . 
Q Mr. Witness, lot me intorrupt you at this moment. 1 am not 
asking you about tho ontrios in tho diary. My question to you is, isn't 
it corroct that the evonts which 1 havo Just dcscribod took place on 
24 August 1939? 

A Dr. Pemau once introduced me to the professor under whom 
I wrote ay doctor's thosis, and it night havo been on that date. 

Q Did you nckc this agreement on that date? 

A Wo did not nako any agreement because I could not have many 

• 

such an agreement. I could not do so without tho consont of ny suporiors. 
Presumably Profossor Hesse mentioned that ho wantod. to get some work 
from tho V 0 wi and I said I could givo it to him just ns I would havo 
premised it to anyone else, because the work of tho Vowi was available 
anyono, 

Q Mr. Heithiiigcr, is it then ycur testimony, that the ngrooaont 
that 1 havo just stated, which 1 have quoted vorbatin from Prosecution 
exhibit 860, m-7493, which, appears in the weekly files of tho Military 
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Economy Staff, was untruo or the product of somebody's imagination? 

A I don : t think it cane fron soacbody 1 s imagination, but thoro 
tp.s no' agreement. It was a discussion in *ich I precised him semo 

work of tho VOHI. Such agreements wore mado overy day. 

• 0 

Q Now, in connection with whether or not it wea an agreement, 

Ur. Roithingcr, I show you Prosecution exhibit 861, NI 8669. This is 
a memorandum issued by Economics Group 8 of tho Military Economy Staff 
of tho Viohrmacht, which states: "An agreement has been reached with tho 
Economic Department of I.G, Far ben to the effect that tho above-named 
department is to make available all its records for the uso of the 
military Economy Staff. In addition, the Economics Department has stated 
that it is preparod to furnish full infoxxaation as quickly as possiblo 
in roply to briefs end clearly worded inquiries." 

Uy quostion to you is: Is this ooaorandun which was sent to more 
than ton divisions of the Economic Group of tho Military Economy Offico 
either tho product of somebody 1 a imagination or an untrue record of tho 
ovents which took placo on August 26? 

A I can only explain it again by saying that an affirmative roply 
which wo gave to any agency or any office requesting our work, has boon 
mistakenly defined hero os an agreement. 1 can soo also, from tho last 
paragraph, whore it says that oral roquo3ts are to bo addressed to Dr. 
Pomau, that the quostion has been very much minimized. Fomau was a 
minor referent in tho Lacndcr department of tho WML. And if thoro had 
really boon an agreement between tho TORI and the OKW, thon tho inquiries 
"ould have boon addfessod to me and under no circuastancos would 1 have 
neglected to show such an important inquiry to ny superior. Dr. Kruegor, 
or to Dr. Ilgner. 

Q Then, Ur. Heithingcr, you still state that no agreement was 
rcachod in spite of tho fact that the entries in the wcokly files of 
the Unitary Economy Staff and an official memorandum issued by that 
department to many departments within the Military Economic Staff, statos 


12929 



29 April-A-IL-16 & If - 9 - Rasler (int. Juelich) 
Court VI Caso VI CC43GSSIOH 


that such en agreeoent was reached? Is that corroct? 
A I an sorry, I have to stick to ay opinion. 
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Q. Prior to August 2l», 1939, had YOTI boon providing tho 
Hilita ry Economy Staff of tho OEf with information which it re¬ 
quested? 

A. Again I oust say that ovory official or private agency 
could ask tho VCfn or tho WIPO for information. 

Q. Tfitnoss, I havo not askod you about w hat you did or what 
othor official agencies did. 1 ry question is, did V02I provide tho 
Military Sconoay Staff of the OKI with infoma tion prior to August 
2i*, 1939? 

A. I cannot say tha t for corta in, but I assioo that if an 
cgoncy of tho Economy Staff was into res tod in o report thon it could 
obtain this without any troublo, c nd it could ovon ordor it. 

Q. Did you over provido inf ora tion to tho Military Economy 
Staff of tho OKI prior to August 2h, 1939? 

A. I cannot rosaembor such a da to as to bo ablo to fix it 
within a few wooks. At any reto, if any such inforanlion wont there, 
thoro could only hsvo boon vory few exceptional casos. 

Q. In as far ns your rocollootion goos, you bolievo that thoro 
woro only a few casos in which tho Military Economy Staff of tho OKU 
rocoivod inf oration from VCHI prior to August 2 U, ovor a period not 
of a fow wooks, Jr. Roithingor, but ovor a poriod of a few years pre¬ 
ceding that dato, is that correct? 

A. All tho ooro, it is impossible that tho nohrwirtschaftsstab 
should have rocoivod c greater amount of infora tion boforo that dato 
bocauso I aysolf did not knew any of tho gontlonon cxcopt for Colonol 
Hesse, who ha d boon introduced to no by ll r. Fornau shortly boforo 
this agrooaont. I only net tho gontlonon of tho OCT when Dr. Krueger 
told ro about tho agreement ho had nado. 

Q. Did you know Gcnoral Thomas ? 

A. Only by nemo, never personally. 

Q. Did Fa rbon provido General Thcoas w ith information from 
its van archives prior to tho outbreak of the war? 
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A. I don»t know. 

Q. At any time prior to the outbreak of the war? 

A, I do not know that. 

Q. Didn't Ilonas know about the cxccllont archives which you 
raaintainodnat VOKI? 

A. I would assume tha t he know about then, bocauso tho ontiro 

9 

Govormont know about then. 

Q. Tho government agencies woro in tho habit of asking for in¬ 
formation from VOffl, isn't that so? 

A. Certainly, if tho Roforonton of tho Economic Ministry and 
of the Foreign Iflnistry wanted to coqxLlo any statistics thoy got 
thoir information from us rcthor than from tho Reich Office of 
Statistics, 

Q. T/hy would Thomas's Uilita iy Econo ay Staff rorrain from 
asking your organization for information uhen it was tho practico of 
ovory other Roich agoncy to nako such requests? 

DR. BACHa-: Just a nocant, plpaso. 

!B3. KAUFIA&.’: 1 am going to c nUoipato tho objoction and to 
rophraso tho question. 

BY HRS. KAIFI'AHH: . i • 

• ' , . - v *: 

Q. Is it your tostiaony that Ttyuas's office rofrai nod from 
asking for information from tho archives' of VOHI, rhoro as other 
govornaont agoncios did ask Tor inforwjtior. from VOW I? 

IBS. KAUFiANIJ: Is that all ri^t? 

DR. BACHSI: I didn't quite gat that. 

THE TiTTHESS: I can only ansvor that I cannot judge this, bocauso 
I do not know. 

BY HRS. KAUPIANH: 

Q. I don't understand your answer Hr. Tfitnoss; nor I am in tho 
position of not understanding. Is it your tostir-ony that you don't 
know whether or rot Thomas's office cslxd for information from Van 
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prior to tho outbreak of tho w ar? Is that your testimony? 

A. Yos, or, at any rata, I do not rviaonbcr. Among tho thou- 
sar.cJs of reports and tho hundreds of thousands of requests which wo 
had, thcro might havo boon a request for ono or the othor report boforo 
that agroonont of August 21*; that is quite possible, and I oven con¬ 
sider it p robcblo. At any rate, it did not bacons close cooperation 
or olso I would havo ronenborod it. 

Q. But you do roaonber that othor Roich authorities roquostod 
information from VOJI, is that correct? 

A. Oh yes, quite exactly, 

Q. How, isn't it a fact that as oarly as 1931* tho VOWI archivos 
wore placod at tho disposal of Ihonas? 

A. H o, I do not know that. 

Q. In that connection I show you a docunont narked NI-15132, 
which will bo introduced as Prosocution Exhibit 2336. Will you road 
this document and then toll n» if it rofroshos your rocolloction 
that Hgnor informed Ihonas that: "I shall bo glad to put at your 
disposa 1 tho files of our economic arohivo on nets la and othor import¬ 
ant row materials or to havo tho corresponding papors proporod, bocruso 
I assuno that, aside from our compilations on sctals, you will find 
othor especially in to res ting papers in our ocononic archives, -icy I 
noto tho suggestion that ono of your gcntlooon gets in touch with tho 
Director of our oconoaic archive. Dr. Rcithingor, who will gladly 
undortako informing you about tho avails bio notorial." 

• 

A. I l.'ish to say tho folic*ring concerning this. Every throo 
months no conpilod so-called raw na to rial loaflots, of v hich sovoral 
hundred copios, I bolievo fivo hundred copies, wore distributed to 
all parsons intorostod at hono and abroad. This concerns a copy of 
this kind, which w cs automatically ainoographed, and Dr. Ilgnar 
evidently sent such a copy to Thornes at tho tiao. 

Q. Dr. Roithingor, cay I interrupt you and ask you this question? 
Arc you now referring to tho particular evont which you recall, or aro 
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you* simply analysing the docisent for the benefit of the Commissioner? 

A. Ko; it is impossible for do to rotimber all tho thousands 
of persons who received material free us, or who wero referred to no 
by various agoncios about receiving material every now and then, which 
was c vailablo to anyone. 

Q. Xou hnvo ana wo rod ay quas tion. How, in your affidavit, 

/\ * 

which is Ilsnor Exhibit Mo. 161, you spock of a dinnor party hold by 
the dofondant Ilgxar in the airracr of !$&., at which you discussod tho 
possibility of issninont war with Russ in. Do you recall tho month in 
which tho discussion took plcco? 

A, I os, 

Q. ’.That ronth was that? 

A. Unfortunately, I do not ronertoor which so nth it was. At 
any rnto, it was about throo to six aonths boforo tho war with Russia 
startod. That must have boon in tho ocrly suncr. 

Q. Xou know tho date when tho war with Russia startod. That 
was June of 191*1. And your testimony is that this dinner party 
took placo about throo to six nonths prior to that da*.o, is that 
corroot? 

A. Xos, Then it must hnvo boon in winter; at tho moment I 

thought tho war with Russia had stax-tod 3atcr. 

• & 

Q. How, what was tho basis of your boliof concerning tho possi¬ 
bility of iminont war with Russia? 

A. It was a topic of conversation, which was startod by Dr. 
Terha rr. 

Q, TThst was tho topic of conversation you talkod about? Ono 
just d 003 r.it docido thoro is going to bo a ror with Russia, iihat woro 
tho facts that you discussod at that tiao? 

A. About six ninths before tho beginning of tho war with Russia, 
tho ontiro propaganda of tho Goman press was changed. Any of us who 
folloncd these things attentively folt restless about that, and worried. 
Of course wo discussed such questions then, whether tho possibility 
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axis tod or whether no possibility existed for this to happen. At any 

rate, it w as something siailar to tho situation at tho prosont dato. 

• • • • 

• Q. How, isn't it truo that tho press, with respoct to Russia, 
was oocinlotoly silont during that poriod pro coding tho attack on Russia? 

A, Perhaps concerning a war against Russia, but tho anti-Russian 
propaganda ha d boon started, and from tho nany runora and conversations 
vrhich automatically worriod tho population during such tioos, any closo 
obsorvor could notico that a political ohango had takon placo in our 
rolations with .Russia, 

TH2 COi'USSIOJER: It will bo nocossaiy to take recess nowj tho 
sound track has to bo changod. Uo will rccoss for about 15 to 20 
minutes, 

(A racoss was taken,) 
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?HS ‘iA-.SHAL: t ha Commission Is again in session. 
iG. iCAUFIiANN: Just before rece-s we were talking about 
your knowledge of the imminent war with Russia, lly question 
to you -as, what were the facts vnich gave you that knowledge 
of the imminent war with Russia? ^ould you plea.se answer 
that question? 

A x he expression is wrong. I had no knowledge of the 
imminent war with "ussia. I said that from the lost varied 
press re orte and from statements and from rumors and other 
things -he assumption arose that the relationship between Germany 
and aussia hfd fundamentally changed. 

« *hie knowledge about the possibility of imminence of 
war with Russia was generally prevailing at that time within 
your circle? 

A Within our little circle in the VO:tI, the opinion was 
that ve were heading towards another catastrophe. 

« l.ow you nave stated that you got the impression or the 
knowledge that you were he»dlng towards war with Russia through 
the press for one thing. Now, lon't it a fact that for the 
months proceeding tho outbreak of the p.tcack r alnst Russia 
there were absolutely no Hems in the press concerning Russia 
from which you might hAve drawn any conclusions of a pooslollity 
of an attack against Russia? 

A No, but on8 heard from troop movements, and the whole 
line of rumors which excites the population even today, of 
course, was prevalent during that time, too, and it was left 
to the individual whether he would not believe in it as an 
optimist, or whether as a pessimist he would bell ve6 that the 
reraors would turn to reality., 

y, Now you talk about troop movements, ’fhere did you hear 
about troop movements? 


A One heard of increased drafts, and one heard that the 
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troop6 in the Sa.st we; e being reinforced. Whether that wee 
correct or not, no one of had any possibility of forming 
hia opinion, but as I said these were rumors. 

^ Didn’t you know, Dr. Relthlr.ger, as a matter of fact that 
there were troop novementa into Bulgaria at that time that \^e 
are speaking about, several months before- the attack against 
-•mssla? 

A No, I do not know that. 

* Dr. Reithinger, did you read the Vertindung6maonner re¬ 
ports? 

A No, I did not get to see those reports. 

k ,f hat reports 7 *t \y Veroindungsmaenner reports? 

A No, the Verblndungsmaenner reports I did not get to see. 

To ce sure, I saw private letters from friends from Southeast¬ 
ern Surope which I received, and tnese people when visiting 
their parents, or when they *«ere on leave, spoke of the fact 
that the relations had deteriorated, out these were not reports 
of the Faroen Verolndungsnaenner. 

« liow, isn't it true, as a matter of fact, that you 
received reports regularly wnlch you r^ad from tho Verolndungs- 
maenner in Rumania, Kugler? 

A NO. 

« And that in these repo, ts — you did not read those re¬ 
ports? 

A No, I did not receive any re orts from Dr. Kugler. It 
may oe chat Kugler occasionally wrote a private letter to me, 
out I cannot even renenber that. Dr. Gross wrote me once or 
twice from Rounania. 

i Didn't you know that in his reports Kugler reported aoout 
the troop movements through Aounanla into Bulgaria before 
Germany's attack on Greece? 

A No, I do not know that at all. 
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% fere you che expert on the southeast, Dr. Heithinker? 

A Ko, we had a or nch office in v ienna, and Dr. Gross was 
the director of this branch office. 

4 fere ou interested in affairs in the Southeast? 

A I was interested in all -uropean matters equally. 

i fere you interested in affairs in che Southeast enough 

9 

to read the Veroindungsnaenr.er reports about them? 

A Pardon me, I did not understand the question. 

* fere you sifficlently interested in affairs in the 
8outherst Co r»ad the Veroinc.ungeaaenner reports which 
regularly came into I.G. Faroen from Xu 0 ler? 

A fell, I Just didn't read tnose reports, therefore I an . 
not informed as to whet was in those resorts. 

h ‘‘here did you get your nformation on Aouraania which 
you 8st out in a file neaorandum which wre introduced as 
Prosscution'8 Exhibit — perhapo you can refr-eh ny recollect¬ 
ions concerning the exhibit nuab*r. Unfortunately I do not 
have it before me. I oelis^e you referred to it in one of 
your affidavits. 

A I do not now which it le. 

« Do you know what memorandum I an soenklng about? 

A memorandum that you prepared concerning condlt ons in 
Roumanla? 

A Ho. 

« A file memorandum? 
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A « file memorandum? I would a.esune that Dr. Gross prepared 
this memorandum because he was the can competent for that. 

« And let na ash you this question, did you ever prepare 
a memorandum about the political events In Aouaania after the 
outbreak of the «ar? 

A No, certainly I orepsred no’memorandum about Roumc.nia 
after the outbreak of the war. At beet I could have passed 
on a me loranduu of Dr. Gross, but I prepared none myself 
oecause 7. was not an expart in It. 

« Mow, to _,et orck to the -a sis for your ;nowl edge of tho 
imminent attack on Russia, ihere did these runors come from 
concerning the troop movements that you nrd? 

A I think p rt of the e rur.ore vps distributed oy 
plsn by the Saleh Government. At least, I was of that 
opinion. 

« how vet that distributed? 

A From nouth to nouth. People were talking about it. 

For example, I reme iber one rumor, almost too ridiculous to 
pass on, according to which German troops were alleged to 
have written while passing through the Ukraine, and such 
letters ware e^en shown around. Thes w es particular example for 
us that this was disseminated by the official agencies, as a 
useful piecs of propaganda, because every sane person could 
Imagine that *'u86la would not h»ve permitted any message 
of German troops through the Ukraine at that time. 

* w ld you conclude on the jasis of th'se vague rumors chat 
the possibility of an attack against the Soviet Union existed? 

A One had to count on the possibility of a war against 
Russia, because of the difference between the two Ideologies. 

i* How, at the time vh9n you concluded that there was a 
possibility of an attack a^a‘nst Russia, did you make any 
inquiry concerning the possibility of that attack? 
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A No, I did not because I had no possibility to do that. 

«o 2id you in the course of your work plan for the 
eventuality of such an attack? 

A No, at that point I did not do that either. 

* Did you make inquiry in the Southeast of Surope 
concerning the josslollity of that attack? 

A No, in no •-ay. 

* You just heard vague rumors that there was going to 

be an at.ack, and you did nothing to strengthen your position 
within the Archives — within VO'fT? On the oasis of that in¬ 
formation? 

A I don't understand the sense of the question. 

% I don't blame you. The question was not clear. Isn‘t it 
true, Dr. Reithlnger, that part of your work -as to forecast 
political trends and events and to prepare data on the oasis 
of possible changes in political events, 'faen't that part of 
your task8 in VO'fl? 

A It was part of my Job in the VO'/T to orjcose economic 
changes. For exe lple, currency chaises, general changes, but 
tr.ls did not go so for that I would have dared to forecast 
political change*. A-ove all, not at a time and under a 
government where it wag merely a matter of a decision of one 
man whether he wanted to do this or not, and in this case any 
forecast would have been completely out of place, 

h How this knowledge aoout the possibility of an attack 
against Russia -as so widesorerd that you were surprised that 
Or. Ilgner did not know about it? 

a ’fe were more surprised by the fact that Dr. Ilgner 
suddenly came to the quest’on whether Russia would march 
against England, because this seemed to us completely out of 
the question at the time. 

i 7 ps Dr. Ilgner in the habit of being so politically 
naive a.s to draw such conclusions? 
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A I can not answer this exhaustively. 1 c»n merely say 
that Dr. Ilgnar was always an optlnist who did not believe in 
these thln-'s. 

5 . Now, in your affidavit, Ilgner Sxhioit 126, you 
discussed Hirer's foreign economic policies and concluded 
that they were in conflict with the economic policy of the 

t * • M * . 

Third ^elch. Is this Ilgner's personal economic policy 
whloh you clam “as in conflict with the conomic policy of the 
Third Reich, or was it Farbsn's policy as expressed oy 
Ilgner, which you claln was in conflict? 

A Since I could not .at a complete survey over the 
Faroen policies in gy position in ierlln, out only knew 
Dr. Ilgnr'e general 8 tPtaman>e or his bohcv'or becau e I -t.s 
naar hla, such a statement can only refer to Dr. Ilgner. 

< How in your activity in 7071 were you pursuing the 
policy as set forth by Ilgner, or w dr e these just orivate 
Ideas expressed by Ilgner which were not carried out in the 
course of hie work? 

A I beliave that through the personal statements of 
Dr. Ilgnor, through the work which he did in VOfI, through 
nis entire general conduct, which one was role to observe 
ovar a period of y^ars in Berlin, it is a Judgment based 
on the behavior as one could oosarve It. 

% './as chat the policy of your department VO'fl? fas 
the policy of your department V0 : fX the srae policy that was 
pursued by Dr. Ilgner? 

A I belljve the whole conversation is going the wrong 
way. te did not pursue any policy. 7e collected economic 
statistics and we kopt economic records. *#e made economic 
analysis and prognoses. 

•4 How thi e economic data end analysis and prognosis pre¬ 
pared by your department. Isn't it true, was prepared for the 
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purpose of coordinating the economic oollcy of F.-rben 
with the econonic policy of the i'hird Reich? 

* Ho, in no *-ay. That is completely wrong. 

Do you recall preparing a report wnich contained data 
set out for the pur ose of coordinating the econonic 
policy of Psr'oen with the econonic policy of the Third Reich? 

A Hay I r.sk which report you are referring to? 

<o I e.eh you whether you recall any report whose objective 
was the alignment of Feroen'e ousiness policy with the economic 
policy of the Nazi government? 

A »o, I can not rememberthat because even if such a 
r, uest'on had been approached as the — I do not remember that 
we ever made such a report, or that we ever made a suggestion 
to coordinate Farben policies vi^h those of the Third Reich. 
According to the distribution of the various business affairs 
It would ;.ot nave been our task to do that. I think that the 
dye department would under no circumstances have tolerated 
such an interference of view; 

* In ch t conn »ct ion I show you Docu ment HI 1514, ~-Uch 
will become Prosecution inhibit 2557. This document consists 
of excerpts from a drait of a. report on the qu*stion of the 
development of the chemical industry in the Southeast Europe, 
which was discussed oy the Southeast Co.inlttee, and -as 
transmitted to the menoers of the Vorstand by you. I direct 
your atten ion to pa e 4 of this document in which it is stated 
that, and I quote: **he basic point of view which mst be 

the starting joint for consideration —'. 

INT2HPR2T2R: Beg your pardon, v e don't hate o^ge 4 before 

us. 

HR3. SAOT'.U!!! 5 : Tt is oa.je 4 of the original document, 
out you h?-a it perhaps on tho first or second pavp of your 
document, "'fha basic ooint of view—*, I am quoting from this 
document, _ "Tha basic point of vi v v,uch must bo the starting 
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point for consideration of the business policy of j.g. m 
relation to Southeastern Europe is the alignment of the 
interests of I.G. to cha aim6 of the economic policy of 

the Reich." Now, ray question to you is this; Do you recall_ 

docs tils refresh your recollection that this report was 
prepared? 

9 # 

A 'foil, I can only say thet this -as not prepared by the 
VO*.fI. ' A ’his must have been a natter for the VTPO. 

« Did you participate in the transmission of this document? 

A I signed something when passing on this document. 

* hat you claim is "something" is a letter of transmittal 
of this document, is that correct? 

A -os, thet is right. 

* I h<ve no further questions, 

DR. 3ACKHI; Dr. bachom for Dr. Ilgnar. i»r. Commissioner, 
during the cross examination of the r ros^cutlon, an affidavit 
of this witness here has been introduced among others. This 
is the Document NI 3763, Exhibit 2332. an objection was made 
before against this document, because here wo h've a Prosecution 
affidavit, the defense has the right to cross examine the 
author of this affidavit. It is a customary prerequisite that 
such an affidavit be given to us 24 hours before. This 24 
hour limit was not compiled with here. ~lnce t.iis affidavit is 
a part of the cross examination, I cake the liberty, in 
agreement with the ocher gentleaen, to suggest that the 
redirect and the cross examination of this witness about 
this arfide it be postponed until tomorrow. 

■®» AIICHA:*; Hay I inquire -hither the request of counsol 
is Halted to the s'ngle affidavit of the witness which was 
introduced? In other words,, does counsel for the defense 
request that the redirect examination of this witness 
be post-poned solely with respect to the contents of that 
documents or does his request go farther? 
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«,E. BACl'nii: No, ny request is that s nee this document— that is 
Exhibit 2332~was a part of the prosecution's cross examination, rnd to 
simplify natters, the redirect and the cross examination about the 
above-mentioned affidavit be postponed until tomorrow. 

kiR. .ikCHAH: *ell, then, with the understanding that the redirect 
examination will be completed as to this witness as to everything but 
the contente of that affidavit, we would hove no objection. 

IK. 3ACIPi*.: Ur. Coomissitoeri I may cone back to my request oncu 
more. I think it is extremely difficult to separate the redirect examina¬ 
tion about this affidavit from the cross examination, ana I ask again 
that both be postponed until tomorrow, especially since you, Hr. Comnia- 
sioner, announced before that the other witness, Spreti, has to be examin¬ 
ed here today undor all circumstances. 

• 

>■?.. AlSHAPt I now understand counsel's application to bo postpone 
entiroly the redirect examination of this witness. Thoro is absolutely 
no reason for that. It is contrary to established practice and wo ask 
that the redirect examination proceed. If ve wore to accept or follow 
any such suggestion, the proposition would bo this, that when a defonso 
affiant is celled and cross oxaalned the dofonse would ask that they 
postpono redirect examination, then ux.dvrt.iko to confer with him, and 
after conferring witn tho witness tl»ey would then go ahead and undvr- 
take to reexamine hir. Any such ruin obviously would destroy tho wholx 
effect and purpose of cross examination if the witness and his counsel 
were permitted to confer at the conclusion of the prosecution's cross 
examination, in order to get together as to nhat his testimony shall ho 
on redirect. 

There has been no compelling reason shown by the defense and there 
are no unusual cJrcuxastancns which would warrant invoking any exceptional 
rule, end I emphasize that to- postpone an ( no mination as defense requested 
they t re at least required to show exceptional circumstances calline 
for such a drastic or unusual procedure. None has been shown. 
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There am no fjets uoon which any such showing could be made, and we 
therefore request Tour Honor to direct tho uxamination to proceed. Vo 
are prepared to conclude the exanination of this witness at this session. 

?HE r.a'^aSSION-it: Do you have anythin.'; further? 

DT.. BcGOTt Ho, I have nothin* to add. 

TKF CCi^tl'SI'WIR: The way I understand it, counsel for the defense 
first asked that hj be permitted to continue until tomorrow the examina¬ 
tion on a certain affidavit that was introduced by the prosecution. 

L.T. SAC *51: I nad requested that tlx redirect as well as tho cross 
examination b* postponed. 

HE C«W3SSICH3<« ■ Well, I see no sorious to postpone that. Mm’, 

I understand thatws have a witness that** have to examine. Some attorney 
has to leave today and we rant to examine the witness this a fto moon. 

I beliavj Dr. Oiorlichs has to loavc. Dr. Mueller phonod m.itnd h*» 
said thwre was socu witnesses, or two witnesses, that we would havo 
to examine today boerfUM scoc counsel hod to leave and bo gone tomorrow. 

LB. JWHANi Tha question of convcnicnco of counsel is u differont 
mattor, that is discretionary with beth counsol to arrange, but this is 
a fundamental point which tho defense is raising. Them is a witness 
on thostand who Ins been cross examined, and ho should not bo p«-mitted 
to hew his rudiroot examination postponed so that he can confer with 
his counsel, merely because one defense- counsel, merely because one 
defonsu counsol for his own convenience, would like to put on another 
citneas. 

I suggest, if Tour Honor ploaso, that we follow the unsue.l and rstc- 
blishcd practice to conclude the examination of this witness and when his 
examination is concluded we call tho next witness who is available. 
0therr.is3, we will never be able to conduct these proceedings in an or¬ 
derly fashion and xa would interrupt every ux»jaination for thr convtnaonce 
of twenty-four counsel that we have to deal with here. 

TID-. COMMISSI 1 How, I think he has a right to continue until 

tomorrow tho redirect examination on the afiidavit, and we will taka 
that up tomorrow. 
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We Trill 50 ahead with the examination this afternoon, as far as x? can 
and wo will continuu tooorrow the part of it on the cross examination on 
the affidavit that was introduced today. So, you nay procood. 

REDIRECT EXA! JHATIUI 

BY DP. 3M/HM: 

l, Dr. Keith tngur, in your affidavit — that is Ilfcne»' Document 3b, 
Ej^hibit 37, — you described the history oT the development of the V(W 
in detail. Is it correct that the trios that you made .and that the prose¬ 
cutor mentioned, that is the trips tc America and to tho Balkans, fall 
into this oarly period of the VOC? 

A Yes, the vaa was founded in 1929 and tho trips as far as they 
arc mentioned hero took placo in 1933. 

<i Did the VC«4T at that tine concern essentially with currency obser¬ 
vations a:id general econonic comparisons? 

A To 95?, y»-s. 

Cl And wore yoa in this connection in A-wrica and la tor in the 
Balkans? 

A I was in Amrica specifically in connection with tho devaluation 
of the dollar and I was in tho Balkans specifically for gonoral econo¬ 
mic questions and for tho question of increasing tho export trade. 

t- l»ay I ask you, in connection with yewr last answer, for what 
reasons was the increase of the export trade necessary or why did it 
appear so? 

A Because of the currency devaluations in southeastern Europe 
all tho Tarbon funds there were frozen. Therefore it was necessary 
to start general rtsonoode investigations to sc*« to what these frozen 
funds could be unfrozen and how far tho O rman export trade to those 
ccuritrics could be maintained. 

C: Is it ccrrjct that this trip was made after a trip in tho proonc&ng 
year that Dr. n?iwr made together with Dr. Hoth? 

A This connection is not absolutely established. 
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Court 6 cast, 6 

;.S to \jd:ihtt 2332, *iich you were show - this is your lvttsr 
to Dr. Lu’Ctke - I only want to ask you hor is the expression vhich /ou 
used in this lstter to be understood — thet is, the expression "clari- 
tyin% fer the Oenun cause'*? 

A i do net hare this letter in ireftt of m. I saw it shortly 
before and I saw that it had no suture. * consider thet it was « rou¬ 
tine luittur which had been beforehand pn pared - oh, yes, itrus signed, 
by hand, as I just s»o. In manr to your q> stion, I would s.«y that 
this *is a v t ry renoral font with vhich orv, *ot rid of such undosimhl/. 
letters, i don't think that X ever saw Mr. LuedUe l.-.tor. as I said, 
the very nan*, of "Uadticc- or vhaUrtr this nano is supposed to rnpro- 
aont is coooletoly unknown to at. W* ?s unn of the many thousands 
of Utters which I reived in uy tui yW activity ft*oa pecpl, who 
wanteo soaethiny and »han one cradd e*t rid of by n routine letter, and 
one would sty in th so routine lotu-rs for courtesy's sake, that one 

"° Uld counly with this wishes fn frorv.-al on, then onu would just for-t ' 
about the ljttsr. 

0 Old you, os the prosecutor srid bofer*, make propaganda for tho 
Natl ays tea on your trip to the U.S.? 

a i twitlicr .•un«d In propaganda r or th „ Ma>1 „ or ^ j vly 

. lot about Oemtor Uxro huesuso I hr.d t v,ry .pacific Job to do und that 

*" to explain our urgent. to our «^-l:an friends. flint is, our 

orgumcrito a, to *.• »c to force-sting to. devaluation of th,. .all*. 

Mb I *, add that sue conversations mu gunorally avoided il possible 

because ,t that tin, the foreigners ivr- mb .or untbunlotlc .-.bout our 

conditions st ho*, than uc ecru nnd for no «,oh con. notion. 

M a nl. very dlflioult bee-use ».. could not mull, dt«rlbo th. setnnl 

conditions so « tb» bee use, censor!.* the Ignorance. In tbo foreign 

countries obout us, m -ould have only Incurmd s gr-st d-ng..r by doing 
that. 
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‘« Dr. Fxithinyer, about tho next docuasnt, Exhibit 2334, this is 
the letter of the sales combine Dyestuffs Furben, Frankfurt to lr. Woonius, 
Istanbul. I would only like to ask >ou the following: is the conclusion 
V7hich the prosecutor drew before correct that you went to the Lilians 
in an official edacity? 

9 

L No, this is not correct. *t was u completely unifficial 
capacity. 

i: Kbut do you j.vui in =n unofficial capacity? 

A tfo had no orders from any ofl icial agency, and I nay add tnc.t 
the result of our trip to the southeast 3t tnnt tioe was ay book "Tho 
Econonic Face of Furopc," and this boo!: topwind in 1935 in which tno 
first scientific proof of the ovar-pcpuintiui of southern Europe was 
taken as tb< sc«sntific countorproof throughout tho south and sou tarnst 
against tho Qe'OMi "Dr jig W.ch UsUri'*, an l *..* enihussiasticJlly recciv- 
od ns such. It was expressly nn attest to prepare the econocny of south¬ 
eastern fcurop*. for aor. intense activity and thus to mk« possible 
a poaccful dev.louvint of Luropo. 

0 1 just hour that fohoral tines tho expression “tfissonscloiftlich 4 - 
which the affiant usod ca tr .ns la ted as "ocono.dc” j it should bo 
’'scirntific". 

Lr. Ocithin^or, .1 want to case buck to the work of the W*u during 
the «r. You spoi'n b-fore th egro joent w.*dch Dr. Krueger eudo with tho 
Off'. Could you very briofly tell us how this ngreasont car* to bo otdr.V 

/- I me inforsud by Dr. *rucgcr to tho effect that the anvuwnt 
economical staff bid tried to take ov..r the ..ntiru Vtr,* and that ho 
had succeeded in his negotiations to prov:«t this and only to draft 

“ of thi r -asociites. I was request d^fcy him to make available 
a list of th*. people thus drafted. 

«. 5o that if I understood you correctly, one can speak less of nn 
-grw.a«nt of r drr.ft, then by the 0!3t? 

A On* could soy it that way. too could say that the draft was 
lessened by an ogrecront with the Off . 
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(. Dr. aeithimor, do you hive Irosocution Document HI-6615 
in front of you? 

A TJhnt ir its content? 

<\ T nis is the letter of the OP' Anuauit Staff to the various 
departments of ths •>**. 

9 

a Ho, I don't have that in front of Db. 

«. Then I will give it to you. '•her. the prosecutor asked you about 
this she asked you wnothor this docuioent does not reflect that discussion 
which you allofodly hod together with Ur. F.rnau and Kr. John on 21* 
August 193V with tho OK.'. I ask you rhothor one can gathor froa the 
document th«t this nauponed on tho Zfcth of August. 

*. Not froa this docucont, but frou mother — 

ii I *n Just /.sling you about this one. 

a ho. 

Is this docuamt the final agrcmtnt which Dr. Krueger Bade und 
which you Just described? 

A Ho. 

H 'torn ild this agreement take pleoo? 

A I think tint the agreemont of Dr. *ruogar was somewhat lator. 

«• Do you know the date? 

% 

a Jnfortunately, I do not, bcca'tse I wrs only informed about it by 
Dr,. ‘•I'ucecr. 

t! Jne ether bastion about this. Dr. foithinger. Wrs the agrorrvnt 
of Dr. Kruugor before or aftor the rsr? 

h A n ay opinion, it ras after the outbreak of tho war. 

«. Dr. P-c-ithinP.or, do you have iYosrcution Exhibit 2,336 in f-ont, 
of you? This is tho noto which was edriressod to you, A, ted 23 i\jy 193 k. 

A t concurs: docu-Knts about a letter of Dr. Ilgnc-r tb Ljjnr Vhonr.s. 

A fos. 

• # 

C Is it comet that this is nerdy m internal file — within 
Parben, Be-lin *:/?? 
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Court 6 case 6 

t. -es, this is merely an internal fil* note. 

q Do you know whether the letters nentioned in this file note ’.ore 
actually written? 

J» *1 do not Imow. 

it Is it correct that these letters of the drafts for these lottars 

9 

referred to wishes which Major Thoctas I.co uttered? 

/. ccordinr to the contents of the document, without a doubt. 
r ’l*ithin*or, did tho VCXtX, depend on the statistical material 
which it nvxlcd. for its scientific investij^tions? 1 will rep oat tne 
question. Is it correct that the vrtl doom. Jed on or received the scienti¬ 
fic data for its investigations from the official agencies for example 
from tho arwy ordnance office. 

« L t one includes tho statistic-^ lieich office, yes, of courso. 

<• tut not ^rou other agincies? 
a !.'o, r.ot fro* othnr agencies. 

<? Dr. Iiithlnqpr, than I shall briefly go into questions vhich you 
were j sled in connection with your rffidavit. Ilgnor Document l6o. Ihio 
is the Russia afTid.vit. In her questions, thu prosecutor alv-iys pointed 
out—or rather asked—you as to your knowlcd*.»i about thu aggressive war 
against fascia. Did you mean in your affidavit and in your tostinonv 
today your taowlczlc* about an aggressive war, or your knowIndia merely 
of an impending collission or conflict? 

a Our assumptions about an conflict impending were loft completely 
opon ar to abethar the attack would cot»; fro* the Gera an or thu Russian 
flido. It wr.r only obvious that tl» relations had dcUrrioratnd. 
u Fo that you fearad a conflict? 

* •''all* at least that'ffc considered one. 

C; In that con **ction, you mo repeatedly asked for forecasts which 
the VC,a allegedly Aide about politica l chnngns. I :*>uld like to ask 
you whothor the V-IT at all concerned itself with political matters? 
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Court 6 caso 6 

A The VC" basically nude no political prognosis or elaborations 
but it had to infom itself about the political conditions in crdcr to 
make its economic erojnosis. liay I fcivc you an example? A tynicsl 
cxanple ;rss the cur -uncy devaluation in America in contr.ist to the Knrlish 
situation, when devaluation the Pound Purling, the devaluation of the 
dollar :ns not wccnooically necessary, but it war a politically 

desirable measure. As a result, the basis of the dollar dcvulu.it!on was 

• • 

a result of the political influonco of the faruers and of the sil*nr 
producers in tfcu election of Roosevelt. ?his is a typical example tnct 
such political election observations could not be soourated at that 
time from what the President of the United States and his brain trust 
would in the tiiturc 'undertake. 
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Q Do I understand you correctly that these observations of 
the political situation merely were only one of the bases of your 
scientific elaboration? 

A los, it was ono of those bases which was necessary. 

Q Hon, I an just told that hoforo the expression used by the 
witnoss, t>e expression "in rochnung stsllon* was translated with 
"counted on". This is, of courso, not correct. It is "to consider". 

As for tho last exhibit, Dr. Tloithingor, this is HI 15171, 
oxhibit 2337. I would norely liko to ask nhothor you know this elabora¬ 
tion which is listed hore? 

% 

A I do not hnvo it in front of no, but 2 ossuno that this is 
the work which had ny signature irith an ccc<xrv*nying letter. 

Q Yos. 

/. In tho distribution of tho work botwoon tho VOItl ar.d tho 
WIFO it was custcoary that tho TOM would nako available general 
statistics or oconaaic data. * 

Q Hon I ask you onco nore, do you know those statements in 
general, theso papors? 

A I do Not chink I know then in detail. 

D*. BACHS!: Then I have no ftirthor quost‘ons about tlwso 
points and I *>uld like to rosorve the right to ark questions about 
tho witness's oxhibit 2332. 

BY m. TOFU-AMI (for von Dor Heydo): 

Q Witness, about yuir affidavit which was introducod, HI-3763. 
Do you hnvo that in front of you? 

A What number wes it? 

Q HI-3763. 

A iby I ask what tho contents are? 

Q Do you have it tharc? 

A No, I have only one document book where theso lumbers are 
not listed. 

IP.. AIKKAN: If Tcur Honor please, the affidavit that Counsol 
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is inquiring aboit is exactly the affidavit which they have asked to 
have deferred until tomorrow. After undertaking to o xamina as to 
that, thoy should ccoplotc it today. I do not think they can oxamino 
half today and half tomorrow. 

DR. ASCHEKitUZR: itr. Casaissionor, I shall not begin tho 
cross examination -today. » 

THE COIC'-ISSIOKER: Mow, tho ono wj aro deforring until to¬ 
morrow, so don't anyone question him on that today. *fo will continue 
with that tomorrow. If wo do question him on that today, then it 
would mix things up, so wo will not question him on that until to- 
morrow. 

HR. VfCHANi If I unlorstand it thon, thoro is only ono thing 
loft open on rodiroct examination which is exhibit 2332, and tho de¬ 
fense counsol has exhausted their examination on every othor subject 
matter but on that ono exhibit. I want to bo cloar on that. 

TJC COWISSIOJER: That* s tho way I understand it. Is that 
corroct? That is correct. Tho only thing wo have left is tho ono 
oxhibit. 

Any rediroct? 

ICSS KAUF!IAM: No redirect. 

in. AHdKttN: No redirect subject to cross examination. 

TH5 COIWSSK'IER: It is -.Practically quitting time now. 

1C. AUCHAN: Wo aro rocctf to trko tho next witnoss, and I do 
not think it will bo too long. 

THE CCWIISSIOJ^R: Hew long will it take? 

MR. ilCHANl Thoro is a pos-tib Llity wo may bo ablo to concludo 
his examination bofore twenty nimtes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: This witnoss is excused until tomorrow 
morning, 10:01 o'clock. 

Is the Coxnsol react/ for tho witness? 

DR. GERLICH3: Yes, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Witness, will you raise your right hand, 
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and repeat after nc. 

I swear by Cod, the Almighty and Oaniecient, that I will 
speak tho pure truth, will coit or add nothing. 

TIE WITNESS: I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, 
that I will 3poak the puro truth, will emit or add nothing. 

TFE C0MHIS3 0NSR: You nay be soatod. 

DIRECT EXAUH'ATION 

BY DRb GIEntCHS (for Ooheiarat Sctaitz)* 

Q % I ask you first. Count Sprotty, to state for tho record, 
what your foil name is, and ycur prosont rosidonco? 

A. Rudolf Count von Sprotty, Hochschloss Pohl, Uppor Bavaria. 

Q Count Sprotty, do you havo tho affidavit of 11 January 
19U8 which you nedo out for tho defonso of Oohoi:rrot Schmitz boforo 
you? 

A Yo»- 

Q Did ycu havo an opportunity in tho last faw days to road 
this affidavit through? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you havo tho do-ire to chcngo this affidavit in ary 
way, to add to it or to correct it’ 

A fa. 

DP. OIERUCIS: Thon I hevo no furthor quostions, and tho 
witness is at tho disposal of tho °roaeaition for cross examination. 

CROSS EXACITATION 

BY MR. ATCHuNt 

<i Hr. Witness, when did yen bucaio tho son-in-law of Arthur 

Wo'noorg? 

A Tho son-in-law of whoa? On 16 October 1911. 

Q How, from tiro period of say beginning with 1938 and thoro- 
aftor, whore did Arthur Weinberg reside? 

A Arthur von Weinberg had to give his house, Buchenrode, in 
FrankfVirt to the City. He was cam.palled to do that. It was intended, 
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at that tit*?, that ho would have a few roons to occupy in the apart- 
aont of his second daughter, also in Frankfurt-^m-Hain, and during 
this tiao ho moved into ay wife's nano, Hochschloss Pohl, in Upper 
Bavaria. 

Q Whon was that? 

A That was in 1936. «s far as I rsae.iber, in the Sumer of 
1938. Froa that tiao on, with just a few interruptions, ho ronainod 
at Hort.schioas Pohl, Upper Bavaria. 

Q To nako sure that I ontiroly understand yew. Hr. Witness 
is it a fair stataaont to say that beginning with tho sumr.or of 1938, 
until tho dato nhon Arthur Woinberg was taken into a concentration 
canp, that ho livod with you? Is that a fair statowont of tho situa¬ 
tion? 

A Sot with no, bocauso I was living in Hoppogarton noor 
Borlin, but ny nifo and daughter who, chxring that poriod, woro 
living in Upf r.* Bavaria, Hochschloss Pohl, and for tho oxpross 
reason that ay nifo was of tho conviction that ry fathor-in-law would 
bo happy in tho country in Hochschloss Pohl in Uppor Bavaria, and 
could livo noro in poaco than hu cculd aiynhoro also. It may bo that 
now and thon, onco or twico, porV.ps tlu-oo tiaos, ho wont to Frank¬ 
furt for a short tiao, but his rosidonco was in Hochschloss Pohl. 

Q Now thon, at tho *ino Arthur ffoiifcorg residod and stayod 
with your wifo at Hochschloss pohl, wero you living thoro at tho sane 
placo? 

A I did not. I was living in Hoppogr.rton, noar Berlin. I 
personally, that is. But ifochschlr.:? .'..LI belonged to uo. 
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?S ATT kZ-L-l H:-2g-^L-Daniela (Ini* Lea) 

Cccmission — Case No. VI. 

Q I an r e a ll y not intending to inquire into your personal 
affairs, hr. fitness, I an only ir.torosted in knowing whothor, diring 
the period that Art hi r Weinberg lived with your wife, you wore 
present at the house, and I only ask that to tost ycur knowledge of 
the facts of this matter, I an not interested in your personal affairs, 
I assure you. , 

A Before the war, as long as ono could drive a car, I often 
drove from Hoppogarton to Pohl in order to visit ny rdfo and fathor- 
irv-lavv, and I stayod there for a few days oach tino in Pohl. 

Q Khan did arthur Woinborg first havo difficulties with the 
Nazi officials bo cause of his Jewish faith? . 

A That began soon aftor tho praaulgation of tho Nurnborg 
Laws. Arthur von Woinborg also hed sono racing stables, which tho 
Nazis wore vory koon on, and thoy wanted to got then into thoir own 

hands. If X rmenbor corroctly, it uas in 1937 when I suggostod to ny 

• 

fathor-in-lar that ho transfer his racing stablos to tho ownorship of 
the pure Aryan adoptod daughtor, ly wifo, and, in this mannor, to 
prevont tho Nazis free gotting thoir hands on than. 

m. GIEMJCH5: Pardon no, but tho answer was not corroctly 
translated in English. Sinco it souas vory important to mo, 1 would 
bo vory grateful if tho Count would ropoat tJm answer. 

THE WITNESS: Tho whole question? 

MR. AKCHAN: Ono naaont, pjoaso. Sinco it is a subject that 
is a little afield, if counsol will indicate Just rfhat part of the 
translation cano through incorrectly, I think wo can probably agree 
as to that. Tho subject natter is not inportant onough to havo hin 
repeat, unless tho dofonso counsol .rants it again. 

DR. JIEHLICK3: I attach importance to tho fact that tho 
last sentence, which referred to tho suggestion of the transfer of 
tho property to tho Aryan stop daughtor and adopted daughtor of Count 
Spretty, should bo repeated, because tho faaily relationships did not 
appear in the English translation. 
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Corneassion - Case 71 

THE WITNESS: I assume that, in 1937, wo had tho fooling that 
tho National Socialists wanted to got their hands on those stablos 
in ordor to bo ablo to make propaganda for thoir cause, as they 
actually did lator in tho seme Banner irith the stables of Count 
Oppenheia. At that timo I suggested to ny father-in-law that the 
stables and the race horses should bo.transferred to his stop daughter 
and his adopted daughter, who ware jxiro Aryans, and in this nannor to 
provont tho Nazis free getting thoir hands on tho properties, 

DR. GIERLICfS: I bog your pardon, !!r, Cccarissionor, but if 
tho Prosocution attaches any importance to this, it rust got into tho 
record properly. Tho step and adopted dnunhtor aro one and tho srjno, 
and not two pooplo, but one porson. T“.»o stop daughter end tho adopted 
daughter is cno porson. 

BY HR. ANCNANi 

Q I think wo havo got onough of tho rcco horsos. Not lot mo 
ask you, do you know whon «rthur tfoinborg loft Farbon? 

A That was oithor in 1937 or 1938. 

Q Ho was s menbor of tho Aufsichtsrat thon? 

A Ho was a manbor of tho Aufsiohtsrat and tho Vore..I -ungsrat. 

Q Now, do you know of your personal knowledgo tho circum¬ 
stances connoctod with Woinborg's loaving Farbon? First toll me 
whother you know it of your own knowlodgo, and if you do, thon go 
ahoad and tell mo tho circumstancos. 

A I only havo tho cnowlodgo that uy father-in-law discussed 
it with mo porsonally. 

Q Can you fix the tlao of that discussion? 

A I cannot do that under oath, it nust havo bcon in 1937 or 

1938. 

Q O.K. 

A Ho discussed this matter with uu on tho occasion of a stay 
in Hoppegarten. 


Q What did ho say to you? 
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A Sj told no approximately this: “As a result of tho Nurr»- 
oerg Laws, and as a result of ny continued presence in Farbon, such 
difficulties have arisen that I shall now drop everything. 11 
Q Oid he toll you what difficulties? 

A Well, ho did not tell me anything. Tho sense of it was 
that ho was c *w and that difficulties aroso fron that fact, 

Q Difficulties aroso whoro? 

A Farben, on tho ono hand, and, on tho other hand, for hin- 
aolf and his work thore. 

Q V7oll, did ho toll yai thot ho had porsonal difficulties 
with his colleaguos at Farbon? 

A Ho, ho hod no difficulties witli_Jiis colleaguos. 

Q I on afraid J don't undrtrstor.d you. If he had no’diffic¬ 
ulties with his colloagnos, why was it difficult for hin in Farbon? 
Did ho toll you that?- 

A Wo did not discuss this in dotail. 

Q AU right, lot's novo along. And aftor ho loft Farbon, 
you say around '37 or »38, ho wont to livo with yair wifo, is that 
right? 

A Ke livod in Pohl, yos. 

Q* How, you state in your affidavit that you had several con¬ 
versations with Oohoinrot Schnitz about the fa to of Arthur Weinberg. 
Tell ae when you had tho first conversation with hie and tho nature 
and substance of that conversation. 

A Ity father-in-law hrd unlimited confidence in Gohoinret 

Schnitz. 

Q That isn't responsive, Mr. Witness. 

A ffo. 

Q I an asking you to toll oo whether you had — 

A I have not yet finished. 

Q Yes, but please, llr. Witness, listen to the question and 

try to make a responsive answer to the question and not undortako to 

^ • 


*•» 
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go into collateral natters. Tho question put to yc*j is, whon do you 
recall having had your first conversation with Gohoinrat Scfraitz about 
Arthir Woinberg? 

A I as sumo that this toe* place after ay father-in-law had 

retired. 

Q «nd that is about tho saap tiao whon ho loft his Frankfurt 
hone and cctie up to livo with your wife? 

A It night have boen Airing 1938. Wo woro of tho opinion 
that it would bo proper if ry fcthor-in-law would transfer his entire 
proporty to his two adoptod daughters, bocanso I qysolf told him at 
that tino that the loss no nay and property ho had, tho more unintoro st¬ 
ing he would bocooe for tho Nazis, and, I said, "At ary rato, your 
two daughters aro obligatod to support you in ovoxy rospoct." Thon, 
sinoe ny fcthjr-in-law hod been accustoaod to discuss financial natters 
with Gohoiurat Schnitz, and since ho could not go to Borlin personally 
at that tino, I wont to soo Oohoinrct Schiitz in or dor to discuss 
this question with hin. 

Q So that aaae tino in 1938 you wont to soo Oohoimrat Solmitz? 

A I viaitod hin sovornl tiuos. 

Q Has that tho first tino, in tlio sunrwr of 1938? Now ploaoo, 
Hr. Witnoss, first listen to tho question. 

A Toa. 

Q And I think yoi will do hotter with rospoct to making your 

answers. 

Dc I correctly understand /our tostinory, thon, to bo that 
seno tino in 1938 you conforrod Cith Geho inrat Schnitz for tho first 
tino with rospoct to tho affairs of ywir fatlior-in-law Arthur Woiriborg? 
Is it correct no far? 

A I assuno that that is so. 

Q Now, an I a?L*> correct in understanding that at that con¬ 
ference you discussed with Gohoiarat Sctaitz tho question of having 
Arthur Weinberg transfor his proporty to his two adoptod daughters, 
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one of whan was your wife, is that right? 

a I had discussions with hin in order to get his opinion on 
the mat tor. 

Q Did Art ha r Weinberg acccnpmy ycu, or did ycu go yourself? 
A No, I went by r^rself. 

HR- i'JEH.H: This night bo an appropriate point to a uspond. 

I don't think wo can finish tonight. 

Ttt£ Ca-WISSIOHER: You oan't finish up tonight? 

W. UiCHAN* Ho. 

THE COHffiSSIOJERt What tino shall wo noet tonorrow? 

HR. AlCKKi Ton o'clock taiorrow coming is agrocablo all 

around. 

THE COMMISSIONS'*: Vary woll, tho Caxiission will bo in rocoss 
unfcil ton o'clock taaorraw uerning. 

(At l6i*5 hours, 29 April 19W, a rocoss was tokon until 1000 
hours, 30 April 191:8.) 
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Official Transcript of Military Tribunal VI, Cnao VI in 
tho natter of the United States of .'oarica, ago in at Krrl 
Xreuch, et el, defendants, sitting at Nuornberg, Germany, 
on April 30, 1948. Justice Shake prosiding. 

THE U/itSiAL: Persons in the Courtropo will please find their 
seats. The Honorable the Judges of Military Tribunal VI, Military Tri r 
bunal VI is now in session. God save tho Unitod States of ^norica and 
this Honoreble Tribunal. There will be order in the court, 

DR. ASCHENAIER: Mr. President, I ask that tho defendant Gattinoeu 
be allowed to attend the meeting of the coaoission this aftornoon. 

DR. KELTS: Mr. President, I sorely want to rcoort an agreement 
has boon roachcd with tho competent authorities that tho defendants 
who so desiro nay, tomorrow forenoon, beginning at 0930, go to Room 
316 whore they will have en opportunity to cxanlno the documents nado 
available by the prosecution. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr.:*Nolto, I assume that you havo thoso slips that 
indicate tho naturo and character of the docuaonts. If you hr.vo not, 
tomorrow is a Saturday. You had better got possession of thoso during 
the day or make arrangements that thoy bo delivorod to you. You nay 
havo trouble if you do not. Anything from tho prosocution? You may 
continue Dr. Siomors. 

DR. SEMERS: Your "onors, I had stopped yesterday in tho presenta¬ 
tion of Document Book 2 of Schnittlor. The last document which I had of¬ 
fered was Number 31 as Exhibit 34. I now -offer Document 203 as Exhibit 
35. This is an affidavit of Dr. Max Uinklcr regarding tho advertising 
agency "Ale". Tho prosecution has sub^tTlf^-this company as circumstan¬ 
tial evidence under Count I, war affidavit shows that 

Dr. Winklor was oconomic trua^wFr nd-£s such' negater tod with tho Hugon- 
berg concern about the purch.-ie of tho Ala and-subsequently did purchaso 
it. Winkler also oontions the \uifsichtsrat.bxv'i»ag9 , 45P at the bottom 


ahd says that it was composed on a" 




Lc bases. There wore 


Representatives of industry, including Dr. von Schnit 2 ler — various 

industries, the cigarette industry, Ruhr industry, Baron von Vexkuell, 
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insurance companies, and so forth. I should like to refer to the last 
paragraph saying that .J& had nothing to do with any political task3. 

lir. President, Mr. Sprecher has asked me to point out in this con¬ 
nection that Dr. 7/inkler, later, during the war, beermo head of the Main 
Trusteeship Officos. That is not mentioned in this affidavit because 
this has nothing to do with his work in the East. I have another affi- 

* w * • • 

davit from Dr. Winkler giving tho details. I sh?ll offer this later. 

Wo now come to Document 32 which I offer as Exhibit 36. This is 
an affidavit of Pcrdinand Baorecke. Baorockc was business manager of 
the German group of tho International Chanbor of Coicerco from the timo 
it was founded. I offer this to illustrate Dr; von Scnnitzlor's activ¬ 
ity in this field, a ao*bor of the Goman group of tho Intomrtionnl 
Chambor of Contnerco. The fourth sentence of the affidavit roads as fol¬ 
lows: "Since Ur. von Schnitxler had spccirl experiences in tho fiold of 
exhibitions and fairs, particularly also of international exhibitions 
and fairs, he was vloctod chat man of tho Committee on Pairs and Exhi- 

9 

bitions at the International Chaofcor of Commerco in Paris. I know very 
well that in this capacity when dealing with problems ho wns always 
guided by tho rules of tho International Chamber of Coaacrco." I nood 
not road the rules of tho International Chaabor of Connorce. They aro 
givon in tho document. «t the end hero Baorecke says that ho was 
guided by the aim of a loyal international economic collaboration. Here 
Baorecke, liko many others, says that after his conversations he can not 
imagine that Schnitzlor could have known anything about tho coming war 
or could have participated in preparations for it. 

The next document is Number 5 which is already in ovidonco as Exhi¬ 
bit 5. It was put in evidence during the examination of Dr. Schlottoror 
of the Reich Ministry of Economics, in connection with Schlottoror*s tes¬ 
timony about tho New Order. It was put in evidence to show that such in- 
quiries from the Reich Ministry of Economics, in this case, about tho in¬ 
ternational cartel regulations, waro sent not only to Farbon or a few 
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I • 

• • 

very big firms but to many firms. In this case for instance they were 
sent to eleven different /iras listed on page 50. 

The next document is Schnitzler Humber 3 which is already in evi¬ 
dence as Exhibit 3. I offered it during the examination of the witness. 
Dr. Julius Owerhoff. I need not comment on it at this time. The Tri¬ 
bunal will perhaps rocall it. It is on page 53. You will find thoro a 

f 

list made by Dr. Ovcrhoff about twonty-two loading Farben representa¬ 
tives aborad. Ho explained about these various non. Only three of them 

9 

were in the Party. It is in connection with the Foreign Organisation of 
the NSD.'iP. 

The next document, Numbor 4, is in-ovidonco as Exhibit &. It was 

also offered while the witness Ovcrhoff was on the stand, 26 January 1948. 

i’he letter of the Foroign Organization of the Par.ty, attention Koomor- 

zionrrt Kaibol, regarding tho dismissal of Kurt Flinsch, tho manager of 

the Coopanif do .’nilir.as .Jeaanas, Buenos ..ires, shows that Waibol, dip- 

# 

loraatically, carefully, but definitely refused tho request of tho ...0. 
becauso of his negativo attitudo toward National Socialism. 

Tho next document is Number 33 and I offer it as Exhibit 37. It is 
an affidavit of Benno Becht. You will find it on pngo 61.’ It donla with 
the ao-callod statements of loyalty. The Tribunal will, perhaps, recall 
that becauso of the tonsion between tho Foroign Organization and Farbon, 
Koomerzienrat Waibol nado an agreement with tho Foroign Organization to 
protect Farbon*s interests end this agreement was offered by tho proso- 
cution. Tho declarations of loyalty which Farbon promised to have signed 
wore, as Dr. Ovorhoff testified, never signed as far as ho wa.s concerned, 

only perhaps in a few raro cases. For example, in 1938, aftor tho agree- 

• 

ment, Becht was sent to Shanghi and did not sign any such declaration. 

He says on page 61: "Noither did my superiors issue any orders or di¬ 
rectives to me in connection with tho political-attitude I was to adopt 
qt ay now place of work. I state expressly that I was not a momber of 


the NSD.'P nor of any of its formations.■ 
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Docuoent 34 is offered as Exhibit 38. It is a similar affidavit 
of Frenz Eilors on pago 63, Who' worked for the sales chemicals combine 
and in 1938 was sent, as a specials*, to Turkenil, the Farben agency 
in Constantinople. He also did not sign any declaration of loyalty end 
was not asked to do so. I should like to quote from the last paregraph 
of the affidavit: "On the other hand I can state thPt the management 
of the sales combine dyestuffs in Frankfurt, on the occasion of an in¬ 
trigue started by a fanatical party member against the second partner 
of the TUrkanil, took tho side of the attacked partner by dismissing 
this party member." 

I offer Docuoent 35 as Exhibit 39. It is an affidavit of Dr. Rolf 
Uagener who, in 1938, went to British India for Farben, and wto again 
did not sign any declaration of loyalty, and received no ordors for his 
political attitudo. 

The fourth and final ono of thoso affidevits is Docimont 36, Ex¬ 
hibit 40. It is an affidavot of Ernst Osborn who returnod at tho bo¬ 
ginning of the war and in 1941 wont back to Paris. Ho again did not 
sign any declaration of loyrlty. Tho Tribunal will soo that I hove 
merely presented some examples cooing ft-on quite difforent fiolds of 
work and quito different countries in ordor to give an ovor-all pic¬ 
ture without having to offer an ononwus number of statements. 
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9 

Document 37 is an affidavit of Albrecht Focke. I of for dt aa Ex- 
hibit 41. Ho was a count'sr-intelligence officer in Colbgno. Conse¬ 
quently the affidavit is connected with the evidenco presented by tho 
prosecution regarding the alleged close collaboration of Farben with 
the counter-intelligence service. The first paragranh on page 68 reads: 
"As I raneobor, I approached Herr von Schnitzler on one occasion at 
Frankfurt in 1939, when I was still a countor-intelligehce officer at 
Cologne, with fiho request for cooperation in a natter of counter-intel¬ 
ligence work. Uy request was courteously but cooly turned down. Full 
of vexation, I then complained to Colonel Bloch in Berlin. Tho inci¬ 
dent petored out." Tho next paragraph says that he once made a speech 
in 1944 and on this occasion saw Ur. von Schnitzler. I quoto tho seo- 
ond sentence of tho second paragraph: "My dissatisfaction yrit{\ tho poor 
cooperation of Farben with the coapotent counter-intelligence offices, 
reported to oo by qy oconony officirls in .tho various counter-intolli- 
gonce offices, had causod no tq hold this locturo. I can not say that 
the locturo was a success. Neither could the local oconony officials 
of the counter-intolligenco offices report any success." Then I should 
like to bring tho next part of tho affidavit to your attention, not be¬ 
cause I consider it important but bocauso the prosecution has brought up 
theso things in connection with Major, later Colonel Bloch. "Tho narao 
of "Gesqllschaft fuer Vorkaufsordnung" ih connection with counter-intel- 
ligenco or in connection with^the nano of von Schnitzlor is unknown to 
mo. I have no recollection of any such Gescllschaft whatsoever. Colonel 
Bloch has not left ne any information in regard to this! Tho lottor of 
Lt. Colonel Bloch of 13 April 1943 to Mr. von Schnitzlor (HI-650,Exhibit 
940.) in which he notified him that I wot&d bcccmo his successor, as far 
as I knew Bloch, was a social gesture typical of him. Such lettors 
were written by Herr Bloch et the time he left the countexvintelligence 

branch, to quite a number of eminent persons in government and business, 

• • * 

especially whon official-social connections wero involved. I know of no 
reason for special gratitude^towards Herr von Schnitzler." 
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Document 33, inhibit A2, is an affidavit of Karl von Heider. -is 
has beon said, Herr von Heider was comercial titular director of the 
Von Heiden fire. 

DR. VON KSLLER: May I point out to the translator that V_r. von 
Heider was titular diroctor of I. G. Farben and not director of Von 
Hoiden. 

DR. SIBtSRS: Mr. von Heider describes the difference of opinion 
between Schnitrior and the Betriobsoboann of tho Party in the Prrben 
building in Frankfurt. Ho points out that he also knew von Schnitzlor 
in Frankfurt rnd then had more to do with hia when von Schnitzlor, in 
19W** took over the selcs combine chenicals. .Vt the bottom of pago 70 
he points out that Schnitzlor olweya opoko unfavorably about National 
Socialism and ito leading aen — especially Loy and Gauleiter Sprengor. 
Sprengor was tho Gauloitor at Frankfurt, On pago 71 ho spoaks of tho 
difforoncos with the Botrlebsoboenn Grosch who was a National Socialist 
and as such ondoavored to get the golden flag for tho Frankfurt offico,' 

I now rofer to tho last paragraph on pago 72 and quotoj "In con¬ 
nection with my work as a countor-intelligence agont for tho administra¬ 
tion building of tho I. G. Fruoneburgplatz, wheroin I was not c subor¬ 
dinate of Dr. Schnitzlor, though I hod to koop hia infomod. Dr. von 
Schnitzlor fully sanctioned my ettltudo of putting up a dotorminod ro- 
sistance against having tho I. G. organization — especially its re¬ 
presentatives abroad — engage in esplonrgo work, roforring to an agree¬ 
ment to that effect with tho OKK." 

The Tribunal will perhaps remember thrt this agreement with tho 
OKW was alroady montionod oaxlior. 

Document 39 is en affidavit of Profossor Dr. Carl Luor — Exhibit 
U3, Professor Luor was a member of the Vorstand of tho Drosdnor Bank 
and presidont of the Chamber of Cocoerco in Frankfurt. I may add that 
he was accidentally called Gau Economic advisor here in this room re¬ 
cently, but as far as I am informed and as far as this affidavit shows 
he did not actually hold this position. Professor Luer speaks first of 
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all of Schnitzler's appointoent as Wehrwirtschaftsfuetaor. In the sec¬ 
ond paragraph on page 73 he sa.ys: "In 1942 the chief legal pdviaor of 
the industrial department in the Frankfurt chnaber of coransrco, Herr do 
la Roi told ne that ho had to call on Dr. von Schnitzler, as tho letter 

i 

had boon appointed Wbhrwirtschaftsfuehrer, War Bconony Loader, by the 
Reich Minister of Economy through the agency of the industrial depart- 

• r I | 

cent of the chanber of coccerce. This apjoinUaent as war economy lead¬ 
er wes a natural outcooe of Herr von Schnitzler's position in industry. 
The appointment by tho Reich Minister of Ecuvuay was only an award.” 
Professor Lucr nentionod that in oany other cases too someone wa.s ap¬ 
pointed Wohrwirtschaftsfuohrer without special application — for in¬ 
stance tho presidents of the Chanbor of Ccnoorce, and also Coheimrat 
von Opel, on his seventieth birthday, for example, which no doubt shows 
especially doarly th«*t this was only a distinction and nothing elso. 

| I skip what follows. That only says that thoro was no spocial 
work connected with tho position. 
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On page 74 Professor Luor says that ho had ouch social contact with 

# 0 

Dr, von Schnitzlcr, not many foreigners through hia, cos'ily foreign busi¬ 
ness non of foreign diplomats, For example, the British Consul General 
Smalbonos and othor members of tho Frankfurt conaulato corps. Ho nover 

met any Party people there with tho solo oxcoption of the itayor of tho city 

• * • # « # 

of Frankfurt, Dr. Krebs, who, as Professor Luor says, revs known to bo in, 
constant' disagreement with tho Gauloitor and has now boon classified in 
Group 4 by tho do-Hasifica.tion Court. llr, Luor says os a rosult of numo- 

• 9 § 

rous conversations in tho von Schnitzler houso ho knows that thoy wro 

opposod to *r on tho basis of ttoir international attitudo and it is 

. • • • ^ ^ 

out of tho quostion that von Schnitzlor know of or supportod any plans of 
nggroasion mado by Hitlor. At the bottec of page 74 I shall qjoto some¬ 
thing about tho attitude of Parbon and its rolation and connections with 

• • • 

tho Party: "Gauloitor Sprongor, who fesidod in Frankfurt, was on parti¬ 
cularly bad footing with Dr. von Schnitzlor. Ho made several attempts 
to gain an lnflucnco on Farbon by bringing into tho Aufsiohtsrnt a gontlo- 

men with a tondoncy for National Socialism and party politics. This Par- 

0 •. 

bon tumod down, however, 1 con particularly recollect tho following 

• 00 

significant ease: Gauloitor Sprongcr, in n conference with Bosch, Krauch, 

and Schnits, wanted to bring it about that Horr Aviony should bo elected 

to tho Aufsichtsrr.t cs a confidential igont of tho Gauloitor; Aviony was 

0 

Director Gonorol of tho Massouischo Landosbank, ves tiod up with party po- 

0 

litics, end hod close connection with tho Gauloitor, Tho Gauloitor 1 s ro- 

i • • • 

quest was turned down by Bosch and Schmitz, I learned tho dotails at that 

time from Dr. tor I leer and/or Dr. von Schnitzlcr." I need not quoto what 

- 0 

follows. It is another attespt of tho Gauloitor, again refused t rj Farbon, 

0 • * 

THE EBESZEBHTl Dr. Siemens, may I remind you that you consumed 1 : 

** • • 

exactly ton minutes in tho presenting of your Itocuaont 39, Exhibit 43. 

"net w)uld not bo so ranch a concern of tho Tribunal except for tho fact 
that you have a definito allotment of tiro and a very largo number of doc- 
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* + • , 

• 

uoents. You originally had to your credit two-thirds of a day and Dr. 
9emdt had ono-half day and, on the revision of the schodulo, we libe¬ 
ralized those allowances to allow you and Dr. Be rod t jointly two days 
for tho presentation of your documents. It is very apparent to mo that 
if you take as ouch time in the presentation of tto documents that aro 

9 

ahead of us that you cannot approach tho limitations of time that have 

boon imposed. Vfc fcol that in fairness to your co-couhccl who hr.vo had 

* 0 

similar allotments of timo and who have kept in it, and in fairness to 
tho Tribunal which has fixed a schodulo, that you had bettor toko notice 

of tho situation. I may say to you that if wo find ourselves in tho unfor- 

• 

tuna to dilemma that I hnvo surges tod, tho Tribunal would fool obligated 

0 

toward tho expiration of your timo, to moroly assign numbers to your 
remaining documents, and 1 think it only fair to you to mention that to 
you at this timo sd that you may apportion tho timo to tho mattors that 
you deem to bo tho more important. 

0 

DR. SIQtERS: I shall conform to this, Mr. Prosidont. I moroly ask 

you to consider that tho subjoct of aggrossivo war has boon prosontod 

so unclcnrly by tho Prosocution that it is vory difficult to know what 

point is especially important and perhaps for that reason I hnvo mndo 

tho mistake 6f taking seriously some quostions which aro ronlly not so 

important. I shall try to procood as quickly as possiblo and I boliovo 

that will bo possiblo in tho next documents. 

0 

Document UO I offer os Exhibit hU, an affidavit of Gonornl Thomas 
dealing with Schnitzlor's attitudo on his appointment as V'ohrvdrtschofts- 

0 

fuohror. I may merely remind you that General Thomas was co-founder, as 

0 

he says himsolf, of tho opposition against tho Hltlor rogimo. 

Document Z*1 . 

MR. SPRECHER: Ur . President, we don't make an objection to this of- 

0 

fidavit. I toko it Dr. Sicaers will agree that General Thomas is now dead, 
and we merely want to point out that this nan was head of tho Military 
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Scorwoor Division of tho High Ooaaond with all that that nuns. I take it, 
your Honor. 

0 

THE PRESIDENT: If there is no objection, there's nothing before tto 

Tribunal. If there is, the policy of the Tribunal has boon wall dofinod. 

# 

MR. SPREEHES: ![t. President, I understood that one of the naans opon 
to sooo one *io wished to argue about tho affidavit of a ebeoasod affiant 
was aaroly to point out to your Honors that tho gontlcaan was deceased 
and ask you to consider that in weighing tho affidavit. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well. 

DR. SIBERSs I conccdo that General Thomas is doad. 

0 • 

I offer document 41 as Exhibit 45, an affidavit of Karl von Hoidor. 

I need not quoto from this affidavit. It deals with tho functions of tho 

* # « 

Commercial Conmittoo, tho so-callod KA. 

Document 4 2 I offer os Exhibit 46, anottor affidavit of von Hoidor 

t • * % 

concoming tho solos coobino chemicals. I ask you to note that Ur.‘ von 
Hoidor doscribos tho extensive fiold of tho coobino with 4600 solos pro¬ 
ducts and points out that Dr. von Schnitaler, with tho boat of intontions, 

could not survey this entire field sinco ho joinod only in 1944. 

* 0 

As document 43, Exhibit 47, I offer an affidavit of Dr. Stress con¬ 
cerning Schnitzlcr's attendance at tho TEA mootings. 

0 0 

The last document in this book is Document 44, Exhibit 48, tho Gorman 
EngUsh Industrial Discussions of torch 1939 from tho acgasd.no Stahl und 
vi3on of 23 Kerch 1939. pieso wore very important negotiations botwocn Gor- 
an md English industry. Hr. von Schnitzlor participated. On tho 16th of 
'.iarch that led to tho joint declaration of tho industrial roprosontativos 
on both sides which is given in this book. I ask tho Tribunal to tako rotico 
of tho significant details and tho attitude of Ceram industry. I shall 
not quote from the document; 

• 0 

I now‘coco to Document Books III, IV end V rfiich belong together, all 
°f then dealing with Frrncolor. 
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Tho first document is #43, Exhibit 49, an exCerpt from tho bcok"His- 

toire d'une NegoCiation"by Reno P. Duchccdn, who has boon mentioned horo 

* ' • • * 

so frequently. U. Duchccdn says in this book, on pego 1 second paragraph, 
after first speaking of tho meeting in .Wiesbaden in Novcnfccr on tho Armis- 
tico Cosnission: "This invitation was apparently the result of a requost 
addressed in August 1940 to tho Amistico Cosnission, by Messrs. Rhein 
and Vcuchor, co-workers of Mr. Frossard without tho knowledge of tho lat- 
tor, desiring to bo called to Wiesbaden should questions bo handled thoro 
that wore of interest to tho sphere of dyostuffs." I boliovo this stato- 
90 nt of Duchondn refutes tho prosecution's contention that Farben forced 

the Fronchnon to como there. 

# # 

UR. SPRECHER: Sinco IXichenin is available for a questionnaire, w 

# # 

think that this typo of ovidonco, written fcy a Prcnctaan, during tho tiroo 

• * # 

of tho Goman occupation in Franco, is quito dangorous, but morcly with 

* 

that noto to tho Tribunal and givon tho ovorall circuastancos of tho timo, 
wo will not ncko a formal objection. 

DR. SIEMERS: I nay only renark that I boliovo that statement frem 

w 

oarlior years is tho boat ovidonco, not an inquiry mado now. 

THF, FRESIOENT: Gentlemon, Just a mooont. Ploaso lot's not consumo very 

valuablo timo horo in statqcaonts to tho Tribunal that aro argumentative 

in character. That applies to what tho prosecutor has said and it likewiso 

applies to what you aro now saying. Dr. Sicnors. Wo will porndt you to ar- 

guo those natters at tho proper tine and I admonish you not to consume 

the tine that you very much need to present your documents. Dr. Sicnors. 

* • 

DR. SIRiERS: Document 46 is Exhibit 50. This is a let tor of Duchorain 
to Major Kolh of 10 Bccoabor 1940/ It contains the roquost that tho Wies¬ 
baden negotiations of 21 November should only bo ccntinuod between tho 
15 and 20 of January in view of Frossard*s illness. This letter of Ducho- 
sin refutos tho contontion of the prosecution that Farbon delayed tho ne¬ 
gotiations. It shows that Duchcoin himself asked for them to bo postponed. 
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Actually, as the prosocution docuacnts show, the negotiations continued 
in January at the tioo set by Duchcnin, on tho 20th. 

Docunont 6, Exhibit 6, is an opinion of Dr. Gustav Kuoppor of 17 Ja¬ 
nuary 1941 on tho C-crman-Frcnch cartel agreonent of 17 April 1929. That 
has already boon accepted during tho examination of Dr. Kuopper and was 
discussed on that occasion so that I need net coaacnt on it now. 

Document 47, I offer as Exhibit 51t It is a statccwnt by Frossard who 

has also been mentioned frequently hero. It is dated 22 February 1941. It 

• 0 

doale with tho reliability of tho Fronctacn Lonclo, fokonborgho and Cordior 
as well as disapproval of tho action taken against Pnrbcn in Paris during * 
tho war by somo co-workora. 
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Document 48 I offor es Bchibit .... No, I beg your pardon, Mr. Pre¬ 
sident. This is tho docunent which tho prosecution offered during the 
examination of Dr. Kuglor for identification as Exhibit 2145. It is m 

doubt correct if I ask that it bo made Prosecution Exhibit 2145. 

• 00 
THE PRESHENT: It wiuld bo bettor. Dr. Sionsrs, if you givo it your 

um number since it is your own book and let the prosocution's record 

stand on its ovm picture. I tako it that that document will bo Exhibit 52? 

DR. SIEIStS: Thon I of for it as Exhibit 51. No. 52, It is a moro- 

rrndum of Dr. Krwaar on the discussion with Pressard on 28 February 1941. 

On pago 20 and following it shorn tho closo connection fcatwuon tho Fronch- 

mon and tho govemoont non,. It shows how much Frossard was intorostod in 

0 # 

forming a Joint company for oconomic reasons. On pago 21, paragraph 2, 

ho also says that “ho proposos, as soon as tho basic docision for tho 

• 

establishment of tho company is nado, to havo on opportunity to sond dye 

• • • 

stuffs to tho unoccupiod territories. *q will, as soon as possible, take 
tho necessary stops to havo Swiss dyo stuffs imports stoppod." 

Document 49 I offor as Exhibit 53, ft lottsr of Bicholonno, Consulting 

• # 

Stato Socrotary for Industry rod Cccnorco, of 14 ilarch 1941, to tho Chiof 

0 

of tho Economics Dopartaont of the Military Administration in Franco, 

# 

Michel, which contains approval for tho negotiations in tho Hotel Majestic 

in Paris of 12 March 1941. Ill these documents show that no pressure 

could havo boon axortod since tho government was always consultod and ro- 

# • 

pcatodly oxprossod wlshos, nado conditions, as all tho othor documents 
3how, 

0 0 # 

Document 50, Exhibit 54, a letter freo Barnaud, Office of tho Financo 

# 0 

Minister, to Michel, giving approval for tho same minutes. 

0 0 

Docunent 51, Exhibit 55, a letter of Farben to Etablissomonts Kuhl- 

^ • 

raonn at the end of Juno 1944, together with on affidavit of Dr. Wenk. This 
is amsthor point. Tho lottor contains the first order of Farben to tho 
three French dyo stuffs factories to the value of about two and one-haIf 
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million. Ploaso obscr/o that it dated at tho end of Juno 1941, a tlmo 

when the contract was not coaplctcd yet. About five months bofoto tho 

contract was concluded. It shows tho interest of Farben and tho of forts 

to support tho French dyo stuffs factories oven before tho contract wos 

concluded. , 

0 # 

Document 52, Exhibit 56, a lottor of tte Reich Offico for chomistry 

# 

regarding approval 'of tho orders to tho French dyo stulfs industry, 
amounting to 8,000 tons per year, and also approval as roquostod by For- 

4 

bon for tho French dyo stuffs industry to bo given preliminary product*, 
raw and auxi lia ry materials. Also an affidavit of Dr. Ttonk. This docu¬ 
ment again shows how extensively tho dyo stuffs factories woro supported. 
Documont 53 I offor as Bchibit 57. It is the lottor r>f tho Control 

Ordor Offico of tho ililitnxy Coaaandor granting permission to Fnrbon to 

* 

placo ordors with tho French dyo stuffs factories for 8,000 tons of dyo 
stuffs amounting to 40 million narks. 

* 4 

Dacumont 54, Schibit 58, filo noto of Dr. von Schnitslor on tho Gorman 
French discussion on 16 and 19 Juno 1941. Please observe that this again 
shows what efforts were made to hasten tho procoodli^s and how all tho 
mtorial supplied by tho French mis used as a basis. On pago 44 and 45 
you will find tho tumovor figures and tha contemporary figures show for 

0 • 4 

1938, 701 million and for 1939, 774 million. On tho next pego, pago 46, 

4 

m soo that taking those figuros and tho annual normal tumovor of 7,000 

tons, ono agreed upon oight hundred million francs as a basis, axactly 

thi figures given by tho French, independently of the fact that as a rule 

facilities Mire evaluated with a consideration to aaortization. The second 

port on pago 47 shows how tho agreement cane into cxistanco about handing 

* • 

ovor Farben stock whore Farben, at first, wanted to U3C a rate of about 
200 because that was the exchange rate at the time, but they submitted to 
tho wishes of the French and said 160. The third part of this nemoranduin 
refers to taking over tho stocks at pre-war prices with a special addition 

of 13.5*. 
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Documents 55 to 57 I offer as Exhibits 59 to 61. These are the ori¬ 
ginal statements of tho French fires about their pre-war turnover which 

wore taken as a basis for the agreements of 16 to 19 Juno. 

0 0 t 

Document 58, Exhibit 62, an affidavit of tho Frankfurter Bank show- 

• 

irg that tho rato of exchange at tho tine Prancolor was feundod was 187.555. 

Document 59, Exhibit 63, cn affidavit of tho Frankfurter Bank on ox- 
chanfio rate botwcon tho franc end tho nark. Twenty francs wqual to ono mark. 
This is nocossory to Judge tho Francolor contract. 

Docunont 60, an affidavit of Uuonch, Exhibit 64. I ask that special 

attention bo paid to this document. It shows tho intrinsic waluo of Farbon 

• 0 

sharos at tho tine of tho foundation of Francolor, all voiy carefully ex¬ 
plained that according to tho property tax statement thcro was a value 

of 301 to 304$ end according to tho tax statements of Farbon's income or 

• 0 

tho corporation tax, a valuo of 313 to 331$. This doos not consider tho 

0 0 0 4 0 

hidden reserves, participation in other caapcnios, supplies, stocks, patonts, 

trademarks, production proccssos and good will. 

0 

Documont 61 I offor os Bchibit 65, a lottor from Farbon to tho Roich 

Ministry of Econcmics and tho Reich Ministry of Finance datod 26 Juno 1941. 

0 • 0 

In this lottor, isnodiatoly after tho Paris negotiations of 16 $o 19 Juno, 

0 

tho nocossaiy official approval was appliod for innodiatoly by Farbon, -with 

roforonco to normal pre-war conditions as a basis for calculations. I bo- 

liovc this lottor shows clearly how Farbon triod to hasten mattors; that 

ono wok after tho negotiations in Paris this long ccraplicatod contract 

0 

was submitted in Berlin. There was no procrastination, but exactly tho op¬ 
posite. 

0 

Dooument 62 I offer as Exhibit 66, o letter from tho Ministry of Eco- 
0 0 0 

nomica to Far ben, dated 29 July 1941, wherein Farbon's proposals, vhich I 

0 

Just mentioned, aro approved "in tho interests of collaboration with tho 

French dye stuffs industry." 

0 0 0 

Documont 63, Exhibit 67, a lottor freo tho Foreign Exchange Offico, 
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• + 

Berlin, giving permission for tho purchase of 12,750,000 sharos in Far bon 

and at tho same time, according to request, approves a loan to Francolor 

for ton million marks. 

* * 

D ocuncnt 64, Exhibit 68, a joint letter free Ferbon and tho Fronch dyo 

• * » • 

stuffs factories Kuhlmann, St. Denis, St. Clair, to the Fronch Minister 

0 K 

and State Socrotary for Industrial Production and Leber, dated 2& July 

1941. In this letter tho Fronch dyo stuffs factories, togothor with Parbon 
0 

egroo, in conformity with a roquost from tho Fronch Minister, not to forco 

other Fronch chemical firms out of tho homo or foreign markets. I beliove 

• 

this lettor and tho following onos, which were alwrys drawn up by both 

partners to tho contract, show most clearly that no prossuro was involvod 

as tho prosocution thinks, but this was a mattor of oconomic collaboration. 

0 0 

Docuoont 65, Bchibit 69, also a joint lettor from Parbon and tho throe 

Fronch dyo stuffs fax tori os to tho Fronch Secrotary Gonoral for Industrial 

Production, In this lettor it is laid down that as far as liconscs between 

0 

tho Gorman rnd Fronch groups aro concomod, abeoluto reciprocity should 
bo grantod. 

0 0 0 

Document 66, Exhibit 70, a lottor fraa tho French dyo otuffs factorios, 

0 0 

signod by Duchomin, Thosmar and Frossard, to tho Fronch Director of tho 
F oroign Trade Ministry. Tho French group confirms that with reference to 
w our cartol contract of 1927" dl tho nocossary securities for tho bonofit 
of tho French Group woro granted. 
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I now cone to the next document book on Francolor, which is Document 
Book 4. I o^er Document 67 as exhibit 71. This is * voiy long letter 
of the French Minister of Finance bouthiliier to the French dye ra-nufr.o- 
turers dated 30 October, 1941. The letter contains approval for tho 
forming of Frrncolor, but after careful checking on the articles of as¬ 
sociation and giving numerous conditions by the French Govsrn-»nt in fa¬ 
vor of French economy. P^ r example, securing overwhelming French influ¬ 
ence in the administration -the president oust always be a Frenchiaan," 
orior confirmation of the members of the Verealtungsret by the French 
Government, and the stipul. tion that all changes should be subject to tho 
aoproval of the French Government. I esk you to give especial attention 
to this document in view of the question of the 51 per cent which has 
been oentioned so ouch here. :* a rule, a person who holds 51 per cent 
is the orjority stockholder, but according to this contract Farben did 
not hrve a dominant xjsition. 

I offer Document.o& aj Exhibit 72. It is r letter of Duchomin, Thos- 
a/r and Frosaard to tha French liiniator Just mentioned as a temporary an¬ 
swer to his twenty-page letter, with all the <iany answers. 

Document 69, Exhibit 73, is the answer of Farben by Schnitclor ond 
ter Uoor to the French liinister, the same person that I just mentioned. 
This letter is datod 3 November, 1941. Frrbcn states that in the main 
points Farben agrees to the conditions set forth by the French Minister. 
Here again no procrastination...The letter of the French kinistor was 
dated 30 October; tho answer of Farben was dated 3 November. I don't soo 
how the Prosecution can speak of procrastination. 

Document 70, i&hibit 74, is the final reply of tho Frenchmen Duche- 
nin, The soar and Frossard to the French Minister, detec 6 November 1941. 
This is, again, an answer to Document 67, Exhibit 71.. Here the French 
dyestuffs factories, I quote: -’confirm'our final agreement with tho con¬ 
ditions contained in your letter of 30 October'." These are‘the condi¬ 
tions of the Minister which were fully accepted, and they were in the in¬ 
terests of French industry. 
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Document 71, Exhibit 75, a letter of the sane minister for National 
Economy and Finance, Bjutjillier, to the three French dyestuffs manufac¬ 
turers. In supplementing his letter of 30 October, this same letter, 
the "minister gives his final rgreeaent under the condition that the 
agreement is ratified by law." 

Document 72, Ex h ibit 76, French law of 10 Decedur 1941 giving a 
legal basis to both the legal and the fiscal aspects of the articles of 
association of the Fr.ncolor. It contains 23 articles with the condi¬ 
tions set forth by the French Government, over twenty pages long. It 
shows how carefully it was worked out by the French. 

Document 73, Exmbit 77, Usooranaum by Dr. Kramer, 12 December 1941, 
on the Jenerel meeting oi the nstabliesements Kihlmann where tho trans¬ 
action proposed by Ducheoin was adopted "practically unanimously" by tho 
stockholders. Here e^ain the corroct methods prescribed by corporation 
lew. 

Document 74, Exhibit 76: Consent of the Frankfurter Zaitung, tho 
leading economic paper of Germany up to 1943, Wien it was prohibited by 
Hitler. This comment was published on 22 November 1941 and deala with 
tho formation of Frcncolor. "Mutual interlacing by exchango of stock in 
the framework of tho Gor.aa.»-French endeavors for cooperation." 

Document 75; Exhibit 79: Editorial of the Frankfurter Zeitung 
dated 19 December 1941 on Jeraaiv-Prench cooperation in tho aniline in¬ 
dustry. It is interesting that the Frankfurter Zoitung considers tho 
contract extremely favorable for the French companies, es->ecially in 
view of the rate of exchange which was fixed at 160 per cunt, and fur¬ 
ther provisions agreed upon, and I quote: "...in order to snfoguerd 
French interests." 

Document 76, Exhibit sO: Consent of the S*iss paper "Busier Jfcch- 
richten" of 22 December, 1941, concerning the aniline dye agreement be¬ 
tween Farben and KuhLMinn. 

KR. SPRECHER: The Prosecution objects to Schnitsler Exhibit 80 as 
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well as to the next document, Schnitzler Document 77, on the ground that 
what a Swiss newspaper may have written about this setter at the tine is 
of no concern to this Tribunal. U# have not objected to the two orior 
documents, which have the opinions of Goman newspapers of the same tine, 
on the ground that they aey add something to the general ethos of this 
situation. 

t 

THIS PR&Snei.T: Gentlemen, on the assumption which nay not be shown, 
I am not sure, these newspapers wore papors that reflected commercial 
transactions and dealings. The Tribunal is of the opinion that since 
this waa an international transaction, in a sense, between Germany on 
one side and Frsnce on the other, that that night throw sane light to 
sons extent upon whethor or not this was at least regarded aa a prosauro 
transaction or one that was fair and legitimate. Without expressing any 
view as to the probative valuo of the evidence, the objection is over- 
rulod. 

Go ahead. 

DR, SIDERS (Counsel xor cufondant von Schnitzler) I Pier go consid¬ 
er that in Basel the big Swiss dyestuffs ffetorios aro located rnd tho 
nowapapora there h/vo social connections with the Swiss dyestuffs in¬ 
dustry, end therefore, especially good insight. It is also interesting 
that this nowapepor says, and I quote fron oage 76, that tho nor r groe- 
oent to a certain extent is based on tho agreements existing oinco 1927, 
more that 14 years, botwocn Ferbon and Kuhloann. That is, tho crrtol 
agreement which has beat mentioned hero before. 

Tho next document is Mo. 77, and I offer it as Exhibit 81. That 
is tho "Coonont of the Sais* paper 'Dcr Bund," in Berne, of 30 December 
1941, egain containing special reference to the pre-war relations and to 
the fact that the Farbsn stock "has been fixed at 160 per cent, whereas 
they were otherwise quoted at 200 per cent." 

Document 78 is Erliibit 82, a lcttur of Froscard to Dr. von Schnitz- 
ler dated 30 December, 1941, containing tho minutes of a preliminary 
conference of the members of tho Verwaltungsrat of Frar.color, which is 
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t 



to be on a basis of parity. "The ninutes contain tha appointment of tho 
directors. Deputy Directors, and Prokurists of the various French dye¬ 
stuffs factories both in the aain offices in Peris end in the various 
plants. All executives appointed aro Frcnchaen." 

On page 96 we sej that th* employees and the executives of found¬ 
ing companies, at the suggestion of th6 president, that is, Frosserd, 
were for the tine to be retained...parben oxorts no pressure on this 
appointment. Attached to the minutes is a plan for the organization 
proposed by the French. This plan shows that the French are to hold a 
dominant position in the management. 

I now cone to tha third book dealing with Francolor. I offor Doc¬ 
ument 79 ea Exhibit 83. It isi "Fronch law No. 582 of 2 Juno 1942, 
containing tho sanctioning of tho foundation agreements of tho Prancol- 
or." Final approval was given sbout ono year after tho first orders 
givon by Frrbon to tht French dyestuffs factories. This shows how ouch 
Farbcn edd for the benefit of tho French dyostuffs factories. 

I offer Document 80 as Exhibit 84, a lettor fron Firbcn of 27 July 
1942 containing the notification about tho leg/1 sanctioning of the 
Francolor agreement. 

Document 81, ah affic'avit of Hans llucnch, I offer jis Exhibit 85. I 
asked for this affidavit with a view to the contention of th- Prosecution 
thnt the ono-sidednoss of Farbcn to get it frvor.'blc agreement and to ex¬ 
ert Drossuro can bo soon from tho fact that Farb-n offored only 1 oor- 
cent of its stock capital to Francolor. That sounds vory nico, but this 
affidavit shows thrt that was Absolutely all right, considering tho pro¬ 
portion of the valuo of tho factories and the turnover in Farbcn, and 
the fact that the dyestuffs turnover in Farbcn wea only a fraction of 
thoir total business. Tho result of this comparison and evaluation of 
the figures shows that rctuelly Farben gave Frmcolor not 1 per cent 
but 1.4 per cent of its total stockholdings, and considering the pro¬ 
portions, Francolor should heve received only about 1 per cent for 51 
per cent of Francolor stock. That shows how favorable the terms were 
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for tho French dyestuffs frctory. Ana I should like to point out that 
with this 1.4 oor cent Francnlor had acre stock then any other porson. 

Docucont 82 I offer as Exhibit 06. It is an affidavit of br. Oskar 
Loehr, giving throe points with explanations. D;-ostuffs production of 4 
Farben decreased constantly during tho war. Two, deliveries of dyestuffs 
intoroodiates to the Fr'ncolor i.orks increased during the war; threo, 
noro than 95 per cent of tho dyestuffs production of th6 French remained 
in France or was oxportod to bclgiua, Spain or Portugal by Fr r ncolor; 
only about 5 per cent went to Gortvny. 

I offor Document 63 as Exhibit 87, an affidavit of Dr. Berthold 
Weak. Two points: P'rdan did not take out any Apparatus or machinery 
from tho Francolor factories/ tho only point that could be considered 
plundering; and, second, Farben's order to tho Francolor for 8,000 tons 
of dyostuffs annually wa.a givon bofort the founding of Francolor, as 
already proved by dociiiintary ovidonce. 

Document 84 was asrely included in ny book by do but I shall not 
put it in ovidonce. It is tho bocuaent 72 for tor Moor. 

Docuaont 85 I offer as Exhibit 88. 

Now *o coqg U> a new subject which is strong ovidonce for the fact 
that the French wore not undor pressure but wore acting quito voluntar¬ 
ily. 
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It is rn excerpt from the Tr'dt Register concerning the increasing of 
the stock capital of the Farben on the basis of the decision made dur¬ 
ing the general meeting of 11 July 1942, after Francolor had be*n in 


existance for over half a year. 

Document 86, Exhibit 69, notice for the mother firms of Francolor, 
signed by von Schnitzler, same date, 11 July 1942. By the adjustment 
of capital carried out in 1942, Francolor receives further shares in 
the nominal amount of 3,187,500 narks without condensation. As a re¬ 
sult of the increase in c* pital, which also took place in 1942, Fran- 
color receives the right to subscribe to new Farbon shares in the nom¬ 
inal amount of 3,187,500 marks, or, at the discretion of Francolor, 



tho possibility of selling the subscription right. Just as is customary 
with evory Joiht-stock c<xspany. 

Tho next documents eiww what the French did. 

Document 87, Exhibit 90, notice of Dr. Kramer about the disausaion 
with Frossard, 3 August 1942,.concerning capital incrorao of Farbon. All 
three French dyestuff* factorieswish to particioate in the capital in¬ 
crease, that ia, they - ant to acquire the new shares. Therefore, they 
considor it a favorable business transaction; they would rather got tho 
stock than the money. The French Government, through tho Minister of 
Finance Cathelc and Uinister of Production Bichclonne, agrood. 

Document 88, Exhibit 91, "Letter from F*rben to tho Reich Ministry 
of Economics, dated 7 August, 1942, concerning acquiring of new shores 
by the French of dyestuffs factories. Farben nade this application as 
an exception to the current regulations that the payment bo raado by tho 
French by way of the German-French clearings. Again on effort to help 
the French. 

Document 89, Exhibit 92, "Letter from Establissement Kuhlmann to 
Farben through Duehemin...containing notification that the Verwaitungs- 
r?t of the Kuhlmann firm, in a meeting on 12 September, decided in favor 
of the subscription to the increase of capital." 

Document 90, Exhibit 93, letter from Farben to the Raich Ministry 
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of Finance with the request that the former decree of the Ministry re¬ 
garding exemption from taxes of French dyestuffs factories be expanded 
for reasons of equal treatoent to the acquisition of the new shares 
since Farben was exempted froa taxes in France due to its participation 
in Prancolor. 

Please consider that the idea of absolute parity given in this doc- 

f 

uraent appears frequently in these documents. These are old documents; 
not present-day ones. 

Document 91, Exhibit 9 L, is a note of the agency in Prris, tho Sopi, 
6 July 19<*2, according to which Pros sard, for Francolor, on the basia of 
a discussion with the Government, makes the suggestion to tho Prrncolor 
that specialized chemical twrkera of Frrncolor who have volunteered bo 
assigned to a Farben plant. At tho time, the German State came to an 
agreement with the French Government that workers wore to como to Ger¬ 
many, and consequently the French State rogulrtod tho number of oorsona 

to be supplied by the French industry. Tnis latter waa connoctod with 

• 

that, but note that Prosserd aaid, that theso wore volunteers, and the 
figures of 100 is very low, by tho way. 

Docuoont 92, Exhibit 95, « letter from Duchcain to Kramer. Ducho- 
oin expresses thanks to Farben for holping tho technical advisor of Kuhl- 
aann, Monsiour Berr. Monsieur Derr had been arrested as a Jew, in Taris, 
and was released as a result of Farben's efforts. 

Document ?3, Exhibit 96. This and the following documents deal 
with xne question of whothor the Vichy Government was r oroper govern¬ 
ment under international law or, as the Pro3ocution says, a sham govern¬ 
ment or a puppet government. I therefore offer this document, which was 
accopted in the Flick trial, and the "Diplomatic Corps in Vichy and Con¬ 
sulates," an excerpt fret; the "&>tha Annual Chronicle," showing thot 
forty-three states, including the United States of Vaerica, maintained 
diplomatic rolations with the Vichy Government. It is hardly to be as¬ 
sumed that forty-threo nations would have hed diplomatic rolations with 
a puppet government. 
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Document 94, Exhibit 97* is an excerpt from the transcript of the 
Fliqk case, the examination of the envoy Rudolf Schleier by Dr. Kr*na- 
buohler. It deals with the legal position of the Vichy government. I 
ask the Tribunal to take notice of it without qy having to point out 
the specific points; that would be argument. 

Document 95 I offer as Exhibit 9§. This is an opinion in the form 
of an affidavit of Hr. von Boso, a ooobor of the present Hlnistry of 
Justico of Wuertteoberg. It tells how the Vichy Government caao into 
existence. All tho details are described. The document shows lhat fi¬ 
nally it was approved by majority vote of tho French National Assembly 
on 10 July 1940. 

Document 96, Exhibit 99, "Excerpt from tho book by Jean Montigny 
"From the Araiatico to tho National Assembly, 15 Juno-15 July 1940." 

It is a Pronch book revealing tho legality of tho Victy Government. It 
has an appondix concerning tho majority vote of tho French National As¬ 
sembly. It is interesting that all tho persons aro listed who voted 
against it. Eighty voted against it am) 569 for it. Loon Blum, Cham- 
potior De Ribos, Pleurot and Fouchard, and numerous famous Frcnchoon 
voted against it; on tho other hand, nany famous Fronchmon wore on tho 
side of thoso who voted for the docision. 

Document 97, Exhibit 100, is an excerpt from tho newspaper "Sanodi 
Soir," of 14 February 1948, about the question of whothor Potrin was a 
traitor or f fighter of tho resistance movement. 

KR. SPRECHER: Mr. President, with inspect to Exhibits 96 through 
99 wo will pass making an objection, be1loving that Your Honors will 
read tho I.U.T. Concerning this whole irobleo of any possible signi¬ 
ficance which the position of tho *;chy Government as a question of 
law has in this matter, with respect to Exhibit ICO rnd the next doc¬ 
ument, Schnitzlor Docuwnt 98, wo make an objection. Tho two documents 
are excerpts froa newspapers, one in Franco and the other in Gcrmehy, 
in the year 1947 or 1948, and we f«cl that newsoepor articles comment¬ 
ing upon natters like this, not under oath, arc no assurance of the truth 
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of the natters asserted, and they are not within the usual exception 
with respect to contemporaneous newspapers of Gorai-ny, which wo have 
all agreed have relevancy. 
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DR. Sro™: Mr. Prisidsnt, I 'ti *r D cuasnt 9S as Exhibit 101, 

I wuld b j glad t-« rath r •ff’T tba b-st sridinci f wh_t was d ni in 
Fr^iic J aft r 19U5 with r spact t" Franc'1 r. I ask ad f-<r this not rial but 
hr. SprxihiT was n t afcl* t~ h*lp d> and ay applic .ti n had n result. C n- 
Sjqu^ntly,. I w uld bs gratjful t * th* Tribunal if, instead '■f th* battsr 
avidinc; which I an n t in a p siti n ~ff »r, this njwppap-j articla c uld 
ba accapt-.d* ’.hat I c nsidsr important is that th* stats int-.rf a-id biccua* 
Kuhlmann did n t act vr-U t prissur* and th>r»f r< h Ids th* p int "f vi jw 
that Franc 1 r st ck, which f rrasrly b-1 n3>d t Farbsn, n-w bal ngs t th* 
Fnnch stat» and n t f Kuhlaann. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Sia-.rs, c needing th. t it is pr^par f*T y°u 
tA ah w that th* s -callid Vichy g"V meant was at l*aat a d* fact' g^v-rn- 
njnt f r th» tin*, and that *rid«nc*, f that kind is c op»tsnt b*c;ua* f 
th» c nn<*cti n and ass cinti n f th* >x is ting g-v«mmjnt in Franc* t* this 
tr.naccti n bstwim Farb .n and Franc '1 r, n/v rthil^ss th* Tribunal wuld 
n<t"b* int>ristxl in wh»th'r Pitnln was a trait r r c fight.r f r th* 
rssistanca n vnint. That is wh'lly btsld* th* issu*. Th* bj*cti n t** 
thPt Exhibit.100 must th*r«f r-. b» sustain id n that gr und. N *, as t-* 
y ur Exhibit 101, a niwapcpr r^rt can hr.r ly ris- t~ th* dignity *f rr 
fluting what s n» Judicial pr-'cs dings an unt .i Vs ' hil* it may b* un- 
f'rtunati y u herm’t b*tt«r *vid«nc* -f that, th* bjicti n must b* sus¬ 
tain*! t y ur Exhibit 101 als-. 

VR. SPHFCFTR: Just n< s<c nd. Dr. Si«,rs has nis id this 
p int. I nly vent*! f say, Hr. Frjsid^nt, that h* has csk*d us t^ gst 
th* backgr-und nr. t: rial n tha French d-cisi n which 'v.rthr=w th* Franc- 
•'l'T arrang.n.nt, and w* wir* uivbls t'» d • that, bmt that d'cunsnt which has 
b»-n intr-ducsd in sridsne? h»r> d>-*s sh w what th* Fr nch g -v mmsnt cctu- 
e-lly did. 

THE PR-SIDEK: *. ill,-that will diao s f ths matt ,r. Ths Tribunal 
*111 riss f s r its c ming r tc ;ss, 

(u ricsss was taJcjn.) 

THE IL-ESttO.: Thi Tribunal is again in ssssi-n. 
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DR, SRIDLj Dr. Ssidl fnr the ddf «dent Dr. Du-xrf sit. Mr. 

Pr iSident, this eft <rn n a witnssa, Ulitzka, ia b-dng aceminsd b-.f r. ths 
enmissi nr, Ths dsf indent, Dr. Duerrfslt, w uld llks t» participcts in 
thut c 'sedasi n -r's nsiting. Thsrtf*T-4, I cak that he b. jccua**i fr*®! thla 
aft.rn n*a »3aai n. 

THE PRESIDENT: Ths d*f m'leHt Duirrf-It ia sxcjs-k! f r ths eft rw 

l 

n% 

DR. SFJSRS: t .a Schnitzl^r D-cuamt UQ t Fbchibit UU t I ff-r«d 
affidavit f G»n>rcl Th caa. Mr. Spr^chx p int id ut that Qsn.rel Th maa 
ia n-> 1 ngx eliv., In vi nr • f ths nttitud* in principle -f the dsf >na* 
th.t ths cf fide vita f die tea «d p»re na ah uld n t bs aubnitt-d baccuat 
thsai p* pi* orn n t bs cr as sxnninsd, and in c naiatascs with ths vim 
"f ths dsfmas, I ah uld thjru-rs like t withdrew ay (l -cunsnt UO, Exhibit 

14s. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vtry w*ll. Ths r»c rd will a* ah w, Dr. Sinatra. 

MR. SPRFCfFR: Just a ah rt n tic i, I lir H n ra. ? ur H n ra, 

I think, naksd ua t indic~t# t- y-u whsn ■< had ecc mpliahsd any furth.r 
at»pa with r.apict V r.buttcl d'cuasnt b.'-fca. Tha index *f ths a sc rtf 
b k which b v.ra sntir.ly n ths ..uachwltz nett r hr a b. ji glv.n in tw 
c-pisa t • Dr. v n R>epctt, and ta s n aa ths n a.'gr-pha ar« run ws will 
hevs furth.r c v pi«a thsr*. 
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TSK i’3ESIDE?fr: V j-y well. Thank y u. 

DR. STOTRS: lur 8 n~rs, at the xti 't the first half >f this 
morning's sjssi n, I had c-npletod the Prfncl r d- cun an t b ks. Becaus* 

"f a rrang saints with ther g srtlsaen, and als because *f what I have airir.ity 
arranged with Judge Hebert and Judga ^jrrill, I w uld like t'- augg.st that 
now Dr. B .mc’t sh uld examine Dr. ?ir 1fs*r b .caus i it b«l ngs t* the 
subject Mittir f the Franc'l-*r egr unent, rnd then I sh uld ;.sk y ur 
pnaissi'n to off a* =y Training d'cunants aft »r Dr. Tx Hex's 
jx'ninati n. 

JUDGR HEBTtTi Dr. Si Airs, avid -nly than res S'me misundirstanding. 
'•* had n t und >rst d that y -u would r t pr-«<.d rdth the pnaentati n 
of all f thi d cuntnta at this tine. Undx the g m»rcl ann uncont airf th* 
sequence f pr f that w* had prsvi usly mua.rr.t »d, we had und«rst-'d that 
y ur entir* case w uld bi pr*sent.d at this tia», and I believ. that thi 
Tribunal w uld pr «f r to hav; the balance f y ur d cuc^nts pras-nt^l be¬ 
fore ws hav, the t istln ny 'f Dr. Tn* M* r. Just a n amt, lit me O 1 nf ir 

with the Tribunal. 

JUDG? SH.J0?x H-w nr. y u situated, Dr. Signers? <.ri yu r#r.<ty t" 
go ahead with y ur th.r b'- ~r is th>ri s-oe r«.s n why y u would ask . 
to bi p.raittid to st»p aside? 

DR. SIEHERS: I an s-rry, Hr. Pr>sident, if any nisund xstt nrling has 

arisen. Since I did n t txpect t-' c ntinu t, I d n't hnv» ny d'cun«nt b ks 

bef r j Di. Thjy ar * available as such, but it w uld cause a c-Tt; in dilny. 

Ifcy I r aerie that in the plan rhich Dr. Dix had subeittid it had been 

• I 

pr-vid*d that I, ccc-rling t« the request ‘f Dr. B.rndt, sh uld first submit 

the Franc'l'r dcunint b' ks, and that then Dr. Tr M : ,r sh uld bi axcmin-dj 

and that I sh uld subs -qu --ntly pr.-s-nt ty r Gaining documents, '.is had mad-e. 

that sugg .sti n f*r r*cs ns f exp^ciisncy because Dr. Tir H Sl r is g'ing 

V- be examined cb ut ths Franc-1 Y" quest! n end ny -thsr d-cunvents have 

n thing to d- with Franc'I t, Thenf-r^, and in rd r t- ov^id any daisy 

I sh uld be grateful t~ I ur H n- rs if y u w uld p rhsps agr-.e t~ this 

f rn f prosjntati n. 
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JUDGE HFBn?T: Inasauch as you hav Indicated that there would be 
s«-«e delay, Dr. Sixers, I guess wa will accede to that platy if Dri 
Berndt is restjy. Dr. Berndt, are you ready to proceed? 

DR. B' ; RNDT: If this is Your Honor's request, 1 can bagin inmediata- 
ly with Dr. Ter H»,r«3 examination. 

JUDGE HRB'RTj Did you have something to say, */. Spr;ch-.r? 

IK. SPiECHBt TV«U, as I hava indicated before, it is a little 
difficult under the prevailing circumstances to keep up with the trial, but 
no will do -ur best. I would like to kn-w if there is a clear understanding 
that when Dr. Ter l*avis the stand, *\en cross examination is finished 
that we will go '*1 with the other books of the defendant von Schnitzler, so 
that we can sake a"tae disposition with -ur v*ry, v*ry limit d staff. 

JUDO" WTTtTi I think that would b* the next natt*r in sequence. 

Dr. Si.mn-3, is that cl«ar then? Immediately aft <r the completion of the 
tastim. ny of Dr. Ter ‘‘eer the balance of y ur b* ks will then be presented 
so that all the evidence on behalf of your client will be in? Is that 
correct? That is y >ur understanding? 

DR. SIEKSaSi Absolutely correct. That is «y understanding. 

THE ffiVSIDEHT: Then the defendant Dr. Ter *»er may r .turn to the 
witness stand, and yu nay continue with y ur presentation on his behalf. 

Dr. B*rndt. 

DR. B’RNDTs Hr. President, cay I ask that ay colleague, Dr. 

. ** 

Bornetcann, should first offer those documents that have to be offered? 

IK. SPRECfTR: Under these circumstances, we will have to ask 
for a slight delay because naturally re could not ontici 1 te this situa¬ 
tion and do not teve ^ur document books. 

THE PRESIDENT: S^ne of us are in the sane situation, but we 
will bear with each other until we get the b'-*s in, and then get going 
a3 promptly as possible under the circumstances. Dr. B:rndt, do you 
have Just two bo-«ks, 12 and 13, plus a supplemental book narked 14? 2a 
that correct? 

• • • 

DR. B^RHDT: Yes, Your Honor. 
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THE rWSSID^Hr: Ur. Secretary, will y u send the page for Judgj 
Uorris 1 b- ks? 

THS PHBSIDQff: Dr. T»r Ussr, you nay b* seated. 
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THE PRESIDENT! Counsel, will y«u start with y-mr Book 12? 

DP- B UM: B-«ok No. 1, Mr. President. There are four remaining 
documents in that book. 


THE PRESIDENT: Ur. Prosacutor, let us know whan you ara ready 
to proceed. Via have ur books now. 

HR. SPprcfTO: Mr. Frssidant,' I think we can borrow the 
Secretary's b-oks. H 3 has made then available to us, and earry on until 
our own cma. 

THE iSESIDEHT: That will be fine. Then counsel you may proceed 
with y ur pnsentati n of the t»r Meer natter. 

DR. BCrWEANW: Yes, Mr. President. I begin with Document BOOk I 
for t <r fce r. Then are f-*ur affidavits in that bo^* which have not as yet 
b»,n submitted. They deal with Dr. w »*vr«s personal attitude. The 
contents < f th -s* d-cunents speak for thins *lv-s, so that I do not have to 
c-'nmnt -n thin. 

The first - ne is Docunent 18, on peg* 58 of tho book, an affidcvit 
of the Dir*cW of tha Nili Chenie, A.G., Joaohin Fintelnann. I offer it 

as Exhibit 2J9. 

On page 86 , Docunent 31, an affida it of tha President of tha Chambir 
of Industry and Coaajrca of Crafeld, Edmund B-lz. This affidavit will be- 
crea Exhibit 21*0. 

Tha next t»r Uiir document, No. 35, is on paga 95- That i* an 
affidavit of Dr. Franco Crutanalli of Milan. That will be given Exhibit 
Ho. 2 Ul. 

The last document fro a that book is on page 113, an affidavit 
of the lawyer. Dr. Heinz Pfluogir, which will bear Exhibit No. 2 1*2. This 
is tir M*er Docnnant 38. 

In tha supplnuant to Book I of tir Meer, there ara three affidavits 
of tha former business aarvjg-r of tha Industrial Department of the Chamber 
of Industry and Coexaerca of Frankfurt on tha Main, ty the name of Dr. 

Rudolf de la Roi. Tha first is Document 1*3, which will becane Exhibit 
2*2, - I b:g y-'ur pardon, — 2U3. 
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THE raESIDEHT: Counsel is that the documsnt baring date of 28 
January '!$? 

IF.. BfBMMMt Tes, Hr. President, all of the three a ffidavita bear 
the saaa data. That is the affidavit. Document 1*3, where the affiant states 
that Dr, ter Mi-r did not hold ary Party offices, and that he always re¬ 
jected any work for the Party Agencie^. 

Exhibit 2hh will be Document Ter No. 1*1*. That is the affidavit 
in which Dr. de 1* Rni deals with Dr. tsr Mger's general attitude towards 
the Nazi Party, the NSDAP. 

The naxt following document, ter Beer No# 1*5, has already been sub¬ 
mitted on ths 11th of February, 191*8 as Exhibit No. 31, to your Honors. 

That is record id « pag* 6,871* of the G,rman text, asd 6,750 of the 
English. The document was merely present d for identification at the time, 
because at the time ths English translation was not yet available# Bay X, 
thu-rfore, n*w ask that that affidavit bs accepts into svidencs? 

I now ask y>v to take up Document B-Sc HI, for Dr. ter Uesr 
and to accept the fivi documents that have n*t yet been offered into 
evidence. These are documents dealing with C>unt II of ths Indictmsnt. 

The first is -n page 52, ter Uj,r Document 70, an affidavit of Dr. tbtzdorf 
r ig^rding Boruta. That will be given Exhibit No. al*5. 

On page. 57 there is Document 71, which will be offered as Exhibit 
21*6. That is an affidavit of Dr. T*r Beer ab ut ths so-called New 
Ord 1 r, Dr. t r Beer gave this affidavit to the Pros cutor, Me. Newman, 
on ths 2nd of Bay, 19i*Y. The document bears Prosecution No. NI 8035. Tha 
Prosecuti-’n has not submitted that as y*t, and it is, therefors, now b >ing 
off ? red by tha Defense. 

The next is Document 72, on page 61*, on affidavit of tha director 
of the Lev.rkusen Plant Bayer, Dr. B-rthold V enk, r^rding ths reorganiza¬ 
tion of the producti ns in the Francolor Plants. I offer that Document 
as Exhibit 21*7. 

Document 73, on page 67, also is an affidavit of Dr. ••'«*. It will 
be off-red as Exhibit 21*8. Finally, the last document in this book, is 
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tar Hi r Docua.nt 7U, which is an affidavit <>f Dr. Barthold Schnall, 
rsgi-rdmg tha Muahlhausan Chanischa *irka, G.a.b.H. This docuaant, on paga 
71 of tha B"C<, will ba givan Exhibit No. 2^9. 

V.a now cailo tf Hi-j- Docuamt Books 12 and 13. Thasa books 


bilong tog-thm. Th sy contain tha ainytss of all of tha B3 stings of tha 
Tschnlcal Coomittaa, tha so-callid TEA, &■*« th* 20th of Qctob -r, 1956 to tha 
7th of August, 1939- By tha suboission of tha litiral minute of this 
Suprami T ichnical b >xjy of Farbrn, free tha last t*»r yaars b.jfor* tha ba¬ 
ginning of th* S»c nd "orld Ha r, tha charg* of tha Pros-.cution is to ba 
r jfut »d acc ording to which th* nanag nant of Farb -n had pr jparad an aggnssiva 


In Dr. tr Mjtr's direct sxaninati'n, in tha s:ssion of tha 11 th 
of F .brwry, 19U8, in tha aft rn-'on, Dr. B rndt r m :rv >d tha right of 
or as in ting th .sa doouamts lat tr. I r*f r to tha transcript of tha trial 
on pag i 6,81i* of tha English, end 6?U0 of thi 0 man. In Books 12 and U 
»tch of th»s> ndnut.s ar* giv in an lnd*?«nd nt document nuab-r in ord-r 
to f«.oilitata finding the, whan wa quota th* during tha trial. May l 
novr off ,r thass docun.nts - first thosa in Book 12 t 

Docua.nt 78 will bicoe* Exhibit 250j Docunant 79 will b-come 
Exhibit 251. - 

Docua.nt 80 till bacm* Exhibit 252; Docunant 81 will bacons 
Exhibit 253; 

Docunant 82 v.ill bacooe Exhibit 25u; D^unant S3 will bacon* 
Exhibit 255; 

D cun sit 8 i* -dll b*cm« Exhibit 256 . 

In B-'ok 13, than ist 

Docuamt 85 which wiil bacon* Exhibit 257; 

D cumant 86 which will bacon* Exhibit 258; 

D^cunint 87 which will b*<ua Exhibit 259; 

Docuamt 88 , which will bacoaa Exhibit 260; 

Docuamt 89 which will bacoaa Exhibit 26l; 

Docuaant 90 which will bacoaa Exhibit 262; 
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t--r Mi r Docun int 7U, which is an affidavit >f Dr. Barthold Schnall, 
rigarding thi Muihlhausm Ch«isoha Sirk*, G.c.b.H. This document, on page 
71 of th3 Book, will b* givm Exhibit No. 2l*9. 

Hi now c m t« t r Mi-r Docum mt Books 12 and 13. Thise books 
belong tog-thsr. Thiy contain the minutes of all of the notings of ths 
Technical Coemittii, th j so-called TEA, fr-*a th* 20th of Octob -r, 19# to the 
7th of August, 1939. By the submission of th* literal mi nut s of this 
Suprmni T .chnical body of P*rbm, frco th* last tfcr s* years befon the be¬ 
ginning of th* See nd "orId War, th* charg» of th* Prosecution is to b* 
r.futid according to which th* manag ment of Farb <n had ps* iparad an aggressivi 
war. 

In Dr. tr Mur's direct sxcminati-n, in th* session of th* 11 th 
of F ibruary, 191*8, in the aft rn-'on, Dr. B rndt r s ;rv id th* right of 
pr.smting th .ss dosummts lat «r. I r*f r to thi transcript of thi trial 
on page 6,811* of th* English, and £91*0 of thi 0 ram. In Books 12 and 13 
»ach ««f this» minut.s an givm an indipmd nt dxumsnt numb-r in ord r 
*o faoilitati finding the, wh*n wi quot* th.m during the trial. May I- 
now off r this* documents - first those in Book 12 j 

Docummt 78 will becrai Exhibit 250; Document 79 will b-cona 

Exhibit 251. 

Docum mt 80 Till b«crai Exhibit 252; Document 81 will bicoeu 

Exhibit 253; 

Docum mt 82 nill b«"fc Exhibit 2$U; Dncvnmt S3 will become 

Exhibit 255; 

D cusmt 81* -rill bicrae Exhibit 256. 

In B-ok 13, th*r* is* 

D-xum nt 85 which will bx-ma Exhibit 257; 

D cumint 86 which will bic^u Exhibit 258; 

D-xum>.nt 87 which will bxra? Exhibit 259; 

Docum mt 66, which will bicom* Exhibit 260; 

Docum mt 89 which will b^c-ci Exhibit 261; 

Document 90 which will bicm: Exhibit 262; 
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D^um^ot 91 *hich will bec-'ae Exhibit 263 j 

D cum int 92 which will bec-na Exhibit 26!*; 

D 'cuBint 93 which will bec^a Exhibit 265; 

1 

Document 9h which will b 3 c«v »3 Exhibit 266 ; 

This c neludis both Docuoent Books 12 and 13• 

\iS n*w -nly have D-vniaint B-«ok 12*,'T r Me.r which I ask your Honors 
to take up n w. This is a supplementary Docunent Book which d^ls with 
vari ua counts ''f/the Indict* mt, and brings in a f or additional documents. 

Th> first.is an affidavit of Frofess'T Robert Sizingtr-Aust. It 

% 

ah'-ns the g n-ral attitude of Br. t-r M.*r to p<rsecutaes for racial and 
political r*s ns during tha National Socialist Regime. ' r his is t-r H*«r 
Document 2*6, which will bto'm.* Exhibit 267. 

On JX 131 2* of fk 12* and in the supplement to this book, ther* is 
a gr- u> of f ur affidavits which all rif r to the t-stimony which Dr. ter 
H**r sfid< during his dinct examination In the aft^nvNxi of tha 11 th of 
Fibruary, 19l£, regarding the dir*ct deliv ri is of Farben for thj purpo S1 _ 
of niliUry ru.rmnn.nt. During that exaamcti n Dr. t*r M*er described 
th* turnover for 1938 as less than 50 mill! n .nichsn&rk. 

B. 

I r«f «r to peg 1 6797 of ths English transcript, And (£23 of tha 
G rman transcript. Dr. tx U-iir csk*d at th* tins to be permitted to hand 
in an affidavit ab ut th*se figures at a later tins. Thes* figure are 
c retained in the f ur documents which I as not going to offer. Thass are 
affidavits of tH» capet*nt *xp*rts of Farb-j*. Tha first is Document 95# 
fran peg 1 2* ~f 3o * XIV, which I ask to b» mr.rk «d as Exhibit 26S. 

The n;xt is document 99# n n pag* 25 of the supplemental document 
b-'-Sc. This will b*«ivm Exhibit No. 269 . That is-an affidavit of Julius 
Uiro^rinan. 

The next is document 100 , on Bge 26 of the supplement to Book ' 
11*, which will bee as Exhibit 270. 

Finally, th? last docuatnt in that gr«up is Document 2*7, on page 
25 of th* Supplement to Docuasnt B'ok 12*, an affidavit of Krai* Kiss-rfwh, 

that will bee ae Exhibit 271. 
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Qourt No, VI, Case Ho. X. 

Would you now again take up the index of Docuaent Book lU it¬ 
self, where you will find ter lleer Ifccuaent 233, which will b&croo Ex¬ 
hibit '273. This is a letter of Dr. Aabros to the head of the Central 
Raw Rubber Laboratory of Parben, Dr. Konrad, dated 13 June, 1939. 

This letter is offered in addition to and in supplement to Exhibit 120, 
which is ter lleer Docuaent Ho. 180, ,in Book 1*, on page 3b; an affidavit 
of the leather .’business nan, Richard Freudenberg — 

THE PRESIDENT: Aist a manent, counsel. I believe you have 
omitted your Exhibit Mo. 272. As I understand it your Document 233 
should be your Exhibit 272j isn«t that oorrect? 

DR. BDRHEMAWJ: Yes, ltr. /resident, I was mistaken and I bog 
your pardon. _ » 

ln£ PRESIDENT: Very well, now go on free thore. 

Dr. »R*»NN: It ahould be 272. 

• THE RESIDENT: Oo on fro* that point, and wo will have every¬ 
thing straight then. 

DR. ttmiEMANN: The last document, to nako it quite clear 
once more, was 233, which will bo offored as Exhibit 272. 

The next is tor iioor Document 231*, a lottor of tho Roich and 
Prussian Minister of Econcnics to Parben, dated 13 April, 1930. This 
will becorao axhibifc 273. This lotter is offerod in view of tho assor- 
tion of the Prosecution who*. presenting thoir Exhibit 565, the ndrwtes 
of the session of 19 September, 19l*7, on page 1052 of tho English 
transcript, and page 1017 of tho Geraan transcript. Tho letter shows 
that tho preamble in tho agreement concluded bo tween the Reich and 

Farben about tho Chanische Werke, Ha els, was brought about by the de- 

• • 

aand of the Reich Minister of Econaaics, and that it received the 
National Socialistic tone and phrasing upon his request. 

Document 158, which will became Exhibit 27U, is to corroborate 
the statements of tho defense about the probloa Buna, America. Tho 
next i3 document 96, an affidavit of Dr. Oskar Loehr, one of the 
closest technical associates of Dr. tor lleer. Dr. Loehr describes 
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In his affidavit, the ideas and intentions of Dr. ter leer in regard 
to the French dyestuffs plants, when Francolor was incorporated. Dr. 
Loohr further makes statements about the technical help given to 
Francolor by Farben. 

I offer this document 96 as Exhibit 275* 

9 

The three last documents of this book belong together. They 
are offered to rofhte the exhibit of the Prosecution No. 1876, offered 
Airing Dr. tor Uoer's cross-examination, IQ 12610. These documents 
are to shot, that as Dr. tor iieer has alroa<$r stated in his cross- 
examination, he was not informed by Dr. Struss about the conditions 
in Auschwitz. 

Document 77 is an affidavit of Dr. Oskar Loo hr which has al¬ 
ready boon offered Airing redirect examination of Dr. ter ieor on 
the 18th of February, 19li8, for identification only, whon it was 
given identification Exhibit Ko. 238. You rill find that on the 
English transcript, p go 7312, and Gorman transcript, :ego 737li, 
stating that the English translation of thoso affidavits as not yet 
available 

Since they are non availablo I ask that this a ffidavit bo 
accepted into-evidence as Exhibit 238. 

Document 97, an affidavit of the former office managor of 
tho Technical Comraittaa, Peter Laaoth, will bocaao Eohibit No. 276. 

Docu mnt No. 98, an affidavit of the dork in tho Technical 
Connittoe Oflico, Josof Decker, ahaild boccne Exhibit No. 277. 

During his examination Dr. Struss said in Exhibit 1876, that 
ho possibly or probably, would have informed Dr. ter l!ecr, Dr. Ambros, 
Dr. Loehr and Mr. Laaoth about those things which ho, Struss, know 
abcut the concentration camp Auschwitz. 

Dr. tor Meer and Dr. Anbros testified to tho Tribunal during 
their examination that that statement of Ik-. Struss' is incorrect. 

In the throe oxhibits which I have just offorod. Ho. 233, 276 and 
277, the affiants state that boforo 19ii5, Dr. Struss did not inform 
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then about tfca conditions in the Auschwitz concentration camp, Dr* 
Struss, therefore, oust havo boon mistaken. 

This concludes Book U*, and its supplement, which tins havo 
boon offered to Your Honors as Evidence, 

I have non only throo regaining documents to of for to Year 
Honors, and I ask that I bo poraitted to ask whothor I should do this 
now. Those are ter Moor docunonts 159, 160 and 163. The approval 
for tho submission of those documents at a later tiao has been gi'on 
by Judge Morrill on tho 26th of April, 19l£. I con offer those docu- 
aonts today for idontification if it is dcsirod. I an not ablo to 
offor them proporly because tho English translations havo not yot 
boon raado, 

THE PRESIDENT: In tho absonco of a statement from the Prosecu¬ 
tion that it would havo no objoction to tho introduction of tlio docu¬ 
ments, wo would nocossarily havo to rocoivo then for idontifioation 
only. If ths Proeocution knows what they aro, and is willing to 
assumo the responsibility of lotting thorn bo in ovidonco, it may so 
indicate. 

DR. BORNEHAIM: Mr, Sprochor is in agroomont if I offor thoso 
documents into ovidonco as Bchibits and if Your Honors liavo no objec¬ 
tion, 1 ask that I bo pomlttod to do that. 

THE PRESIDENT: Tfo would profer that, bocauso it roliovos us 
of tho responsibility of koeping tract: of docurvjnts that aro not in 
ovidonco. You may continuo thon witl: tho presentation of tho throo 
docunonts to which you roforrod. 

DR. EORNEtlANNt Tho first is tor Moor Document 159 which will 
bo given Exhibit No.. 278,. This is an affidavit of JYank A. Howard, 
datod 9 April 19U8., Mr,. Howard confirms in that affidavit that Dr. 
tor Moor also contacted hinself in a completely correct manner in all 
negotiations concoming the Jasco agreement. 

Tho noxt is ter Moor Document 160 which will becaao Exhibit 

2 79^ This is an affidavit of Dr. Oskar Lochr, rogarding tho Francolor 
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questions. Dr. Loohr in this affidavit aakcs statistical 3tatomonts 
about the production of all the French plants consolidated in the 
Francolor agreements, from 19U1 to 19U3, and also gives figures about 
tho dolivorios of Francolor to Gorseny and about the mnfoors of workers 
that wore employod in tho Francolor plants. 

• m 

Tho last docunont will bo tor Koor Docunont No. 163, which 
,/ill bocoao Exhibit Ho. 280. This is an affidavit of Rudolf Hiotz, 
in Non York, whtro Kr. »iotz nakos statements about tor Moor's gonoral 
attitudo tesrard National Socialism. 

T his concludes tho prosontation of all of tho documonts for 

tho dofondant. Dr. tor Moor. 
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DR. 3ERNDT: Dr. Bcrndt for the Defendant Dr. tor Jieer. 

With ycur Honors* pemission say I now examine Dr. ter User 
about the Francolor questions? 

DIRECT-EXA]tINATIOII (CONYIHJED) 

BY DR. BERNDT: 

Q Dr. tor Moor, from your curriculum vitae that yexi have 
given us hero we know that from 1910 to 1913 you lived in Franco. Hay 
I ask yew uhothor, fro* that period anf fro* a la tor timo, you know or 
y<w know tho structure of the chemical indistry of Franco? 

A Yos. 

Q In connection with tho Francolor transaction tho Indict- 
oont ropoatcdLy speaks about tho Bay or Choaioal Indistry of Franco. 
Furthermore, tho throo fima Kuhlaann, St. Donis, and St. Clair IXi . 
Rhone aro montionod as tho throo chiof firms of tho Fronch chemical 
indistry. Is tho lattor ono particularly corroct? 

A Both statemonts aro inoorroct. Franco and BiglAnd aro 
countries whoro an industrial prediction of chaaicals started first. 
That wa3 at tho boginning of tho 19th Century. In Franco, thoroforo, 
thcro was a vory extensive chemical indistry. It i»roducod practically 
all pro diets, heavy chemicals—nitrogen, alkaline fortilisora, phos¬ 
phates, light motals, powdars and explosives, rubbor goods, rayon, 
pharmaceuticals, photographic articles, dyestuffs and thoir intor- 
modiatos. Hoxt to this largo indistry thoro wore also small and 
■odium industries numbering into many hundrods—soaps, paints, cos- 
mo tics, porluaos, etc. In rogard to tho throe firms yai montionod 
it is truo that Kuhlmann is one of tho largest chemical concerns of 

Franca, but too prodiction of Kuhlaann which was much larger in volrnno 

% 

in tho field of acids, heavy chemicals, nitrogen, and many others was 
not touched by Francolor. That prodiction renainod tho independent 
property of the Kuhlnann firm. Kuhlaann only yielded their dyestuffs 
and dyestuffs intermediate prodiction to Francolor. In order to show 
that there was a large number of other largo chemical enterprises in 
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Franco, I would no rely cant ion the world-renown fires of St. Gobain, 
Pochinoy, Eloctrochimic, F.hono-Pcwlonc, and Air Liquido, and largo 
rayon plants of Gillet, and soao otters. About tho othor dyostuffs 
factories that ycu have nantionod next to Kulhmaim, namely, St. Donis 
and St. Clair EU Rhone, I must say that thoy aro factories of a modiuro 
size. Their business and tho dy os tuffs business takon ait of Kuhlraann 
together rjth a certain amount of organic prodiction of Knhlmann wore 
all consolidated in tte Francolor. I estimated tho pecco-tirao turn¬ 
over of this Francolor prodiction—“peaco-tiao" I ropoat—was approx¬ 
imately 3* of the turnover of tho entire choaical indistry of Franco. 

Q Boforo tho war broko out-—that is, boforo 1939—wore thoro 
alroac&r relations botwocn Parbon and Fronch chotalcal concerns? 

A Yos. It has boon ropoatodly pointed out that in 1927 or 
1929 a dyestuffs cartol was founded botwocn Farbon, tho French dyostuffo 
indistry, and tho ifc/iss ttyostuffs factories. In 1932 tho English firm 
I.C.I. entorod into this cartol oprocnont as woll. Sinco 1919 thoro 
was a liconoo agroooont botwoon Parbon and tho fina omod by tho Fronch 
State, namely, tho nitrogon factory Omnia-Toulouso, which was extondod 
in tho 1930*s. In tho scho fiold, nitrogon, thoro woro liconso agroo- 
monts of Farbon with KuhJanm and Hines Do Lons. Sinco tho beginning 
of tho 1930*s thoro woro liconso cgroc-aonts in tho fiold of nitrogon 
botwocn Farbcn, Pochinoy and Eloctrochiaio. With tho St. Qobain Group, 
ono of tho nest notable Fronch enterprises, J conductod negotiations 
in 1938 about a largo-scalo cooperation ir. tho chaaical fiold-nogotia- 
tions to which Dr. ifurstor has alrocdy made rofcronco during his ex¬ 
amination. Noxt to that, of courso, thoro wore a runfcor of liconso 
agreements with Kuhlaann, irith Rhono-Poilonc, and othor firms. And 
than thoro woro a rniabor of jclcs and p.*ico conventions. 

Q Did the Fronch patent lew play ary part in those negotia¬ 
tions? 

A Yos, that is so. Tho Fronch patent law provides that a 
patent mist bo used in order to bo valid; if a holder of a patont did 
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not exercise the right under his patent, then the French Govcrmont 
could give a forced license to other French firms if an application 
\v?.s made to that effect. That, of course, oado it necessary for tho 
patent holder to utilize his discovorios in France itsolf or to con¬ 
clude himself a license agree rant with ot'nor French firms. On the 
basis and becauso of this situation, which was causod by the Fronch 
patont legislation, in 1938 and 1939, shortly boforo tho war, Ferbon 
intended to construct thoir own plant in Franco in ordor to start 
cortain prodictions that wore protected by thoir ovm patents. This 
plan was provontod by tho outbreak of tho war. In 19hl it was finally 
abandonod in favor of tho Francolor or tho paront firms of Francolor, 
for wo ontorod into an obligation oithor to porait Francolor or ono 
of its paront firms to cariy cut tho intondod predictions. 

Q Inat was tho status of tho C honied India try of Franco in 
tho pro-war yoars? 

A Tho Fronch Choaioal Indistry, as far as slzo and aignifi- 
canco was con cor nod, laggod bohind tho corresponding Indus trios of tho 
Uni tod Statos, Goroany, and England. This was partly dio to tho 
particularly unfavorably oconaaic situation in Franco during tho 1930*sj 
but tho Fronch chomical industry was technically backwards in soma 
fields j thoroforo, tho Fronch chomical firms endeavored to bring about 
closer collaboration with tho German ohoaical industry. 

Q Tfhat was tho attitude of tl:o Fronch chemical Indio try to 
tho collaboration that you hnvo just r.ontior-d, after tho armistice 
had boon concluded? 

* A I can't answer that quostion generally, but from talks 
with leading persons of tho French cheraical indistry I know that 
intensified interest in such a collaboration existed and that that 
interest was supported by tho French Government. I don't noan this 
in tho political sonso, tut for piro ccrenorcial and technical con¬ 
siderations. Thus, for instance, in tho winter of 19U1 a Fronch com¬ 
mission visitod Gorman chemical plants upon invitation of the German 
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Raich Group Chfuical Industry. As far as I reja=ber, the already- 
raentionod minister, Mr. Bichalonr.o, participated in this trip; ho was 
then the French minis tor and State Secretary for Industrial Production. 
I made his acquaintance in Paris myself. He was an extremely capablo 
and well-informed nan. Then, there was Mr. Painvin, the Chiof of a 
Fronch organization which I might compare to the German Econaaic Group 
Chemical Indistry; then, the rcpoatcdly nontioned ifr. Frcssard, and 
possibly other oostoors as mil, participated in this trip. I should 
further direot your attention to tho negotiations that started in 
19U1-U2 upon tho litigation of tho Fronch Govormor.t about tho con¬ 
struction of a largo Buna plant in Southern Franco, which draggod on 
until 19li3. They "ore then, howovor, abandonod in via* of tho oconomio 
situation, bocauso, in view of that situation, tho construction of such 
a largo plant bocaao impossible in Southorn France. 

Q Wo now want to turn to tho French dyostuffs inckistry. 

Can you doscri'oo to mo its dovelopmont briofly? 

A Yos. Tho Fronch dy os tuffs industry is very old. It coos 
back to tho 1850‘s. In thj subsoquont docados, and particularly sinco 
tho I880«s, it was outdono and suporsodod by Ooman <fcrostuffs produc¬ 
tion. A high Fronch protective tariff on dyostuffs causod tho in¬ 
corporation of many branch firms or foreign firms in Franco boforo 
tho First World War; and in 19U* thoro wero oight of thorn. Two of 
them woro or a nod by Swiss firms, and six by Gorman films. Tho only 
significant Fronch dyostuffs factory produced only 10J of tho then 
Fronch consumption. 

* What happoned to the Gorman branch firms in Franco Airing 
the First World War and aftor it? 

A All of them were- confiscated with all of thoir patonts, 
trade-marks, and all of thoir tochnical knar-how. Fran thoir potential 
the two now French dye3tuffs factorios, St. Clair TXx Rhone and tho most 
important Canpagnie Hationalo Dos I-atieres Color? r.tes, with tho plants 
at Villers St. Paul, were created. Put that wasn't all. Because of 
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tho occupation of the Rhinoland the plants Ludwigs'nafon, Leverkusen, 
lording en, and Hoe chat troro in the occupiod territory of France. 
Uniformed ch a. lists of the International Allied Control Commission 
tried to find out everything about air know-how, air processes. In 
order to terminate those conditions, Farbon concluded an agrooment 
with the aforxaontioned Caapagnie Hationalo./whici^rras to last for 
twenty-five years. We granted extensive technical assistance in tho 
field of dyestuffs and intermediates against a cash payment of 16.6 
million Fr. francs which was about 5.5 rallion Gold Maries and against 
ono-half of tho not profits of tho Ccmpagnlo Ifctionalo to bo sur- 
rondorod until I960. Tho ono-tiso cash Mount wes paid. During 
1921-1922, Dr.Dorgdorf, ono of air dyostuffs tochnicions, wont to 
tho dyostuffs plants Villors 3t. Paul, and ho gavo than all of our 
technical knar-how in tho dyostuffs field. During tho first yoars 


tho firm did not oporato at a not profit. This contract, nhich wo 
callod tho "Callus Contract," was unilaterally rovokod in 1923 by 
the French whan they occupiod tho Ruhr Valley, after tho Compagnio 
Nationalo had reverted to tho ownership of tho Kuhlacnn fim. Wo 
always considered that a violation of a lawful contract, but wo caild 


not got a hoc ring before tho French ooirts at tho tino. 

Q You aontionod Dr. Frossard's nemo. That gantlonan also 
participated in tho Francolor nogotiations whoro ho playod an im¬ 


portant part. As far as you aro ablo, ploaso describe his personality 
to us. 

A I have know Kr. Joseph Fros3ard dosoly from tho boein- 
ning of tho 1930's; and until tho outbreak of thn war I have had 
very much to do with bin, since ho was tho loading technical nan of 
tho Kuhlmann dyostuffs plants, and sinco ho always participated in 
tho cartel mootings. Dr. Frossard is an Alsocian by birth, and ho 
was given his training in the well-known ihiohlhauson Chemical Schoo. 
Before the First World War ho worked together irith Thossmar, tho 
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lator diroctor of St. Denis, and his brother Louis Frossard, in tho 
largo textile printing plants in ffoscoj. 


1300k 


COURT 71 CAS.'I VI 

30 Apr Ii6-12-i-:>.v:i>-Sto.'.e (Int 4 Katz) 


Therefore, he ’awr.; the eyes tuffs field frou the scientific, technical, and 
application sices, Ifa was internationally recognized, and lie was given 
the Doctor's dogreo "ismoria Causa" by a Swiss university. Frossard was 
certainly the :»st important promoter of the FYonoh dyestuffs industry 
after the First world '.Tar. He anti his ass -.elates constructed the tiro 
plants Villera St. Faul and Oissel. In that connection the experience 
transferred to then in the dyestuffs aiid ,lntenx<*iate field by Far ben, 
in tie 1720' 3 , x:as of assistance to the.i in tirat undertaking. Frosaard 
lived for his profession entirely; he lived very uodostly and hardly know 
anything apart frou it’-.s verk. I consider hi.i ouo of tiic aost c.-rpericnoed 
and cajiable of tiw French clvoaical Industrialists. 

Q. Froc doeuuonta, a-id particularly Iron those that have been 
submitted this norwLio, tie know tliat on his own, shortly after the 
armstice was concluded, Fr os sard undertook to establish a connection with 
Far be n. Ara you of tlw opinion that any political rwtivea were docisivo 
for this action? 

A. As far as X !aia*% the person of Yossard, I. believe that oconcu.de 
considoratio.is two doc'sivo. /Yossard thought of Ills pla.its, of his 
cheaista, a.*. of Ilia workers. The Fro xh dyustistfa i.iduatxy, because 
of tho conch, v o a created by war, had losv ".'orir.nt sales torrltorios, 
Thoir plants wove not working full ti,ao, a •. ravoi' the conditions 
prevailing in franco f.ioro wasn't enough coa?. or row ua to rials, the 
traffic routos Iiad bean .cstryed, U»o dcnarcetion line between occupied 
a. id unoccupied Franco pro von tod traffic and cn nnications with the 
Souther;. french ra?.:s . ar’;et; and I think t'.icsc iron sufficient roaso.s 
for Frossard to won-' about the futuro. 

Q. T7o now im.it to turn to the Francolor A^i’cc.xnt itself, Mhat 
were the ideas of Forbsn about the rYa.icolar Contract^ 

A. Tic .ideas of Far ben were based on and Cx octed towards the 

re-establish»it of international collahorr.ti.il i:: the dyestuffs field 

after tie end of too war, i7e knew that as a i-c~.lt of t’.»e war serious 

difficulties wouM be created. For insta-.ee, wo e:.-pected serious losses 
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in various export fields* Since the situation of thu French dyestuffs 
industry had already become difficult during the lest pre-war years, 
we wanted to clear up and stabilize bur relations to the interest of 
both parties; collisions of interests, as ttoyluxl. crept up in the past 
and partic ular 3y ‘during the 1930*s, wore to be avoided in the future. The 
pre-requisite for this was the consolidation of the French dyestuffs 
producers in o.io firu and the rationalisation of tiwir production. That 
could only bo done with the technical assistance of Farbon. Forbon, 
however, would be ready to grant such- an extensive tochnical assistance 
only if thoy would bo able to exert a certain influence upon tho new fim 

by participate in their capital. That, in general outline, were tho 
ideas.• ' 

Q. Did tho 1-Vo.tcolor Contract bring any notablo advantages to tho 
French? 

A. That was tlvo cnao very decidedly. First of all, tho Francolor 
was guaranteed tho voliao of tho dyo-stuffs production of tho pro-war 
years, when nomal relations would onco more bo cstablishod. In othor 
words, Farben undortood tho risk of bearing a less in sales, which tho 
French night hove to expect, and probably woulil liavo had to expect, 
nrbon obligated itself to buy French products, insofar as Franco could 
not soil them to -thcir'colonios and protectorates* and' to tho countries 
which wore conceded to Franco as export countries. Tho 7,000 tons of 
dyestuffs provided for in tho Francolor Agree, ont, without indi, . and 
black sulphur, caistitutod pro-war share of tho French industry, which 
we thus assured thou. Apart free that, Farben obligated itself to a 
practically unrestricted technical assistance in the dyestuffs and 
intermediate fields, and in the field of the so-called auxiliaiy products 
for dyestuffs, in tiio broadest sense of the word. This assistance was 
:.ivcn without any coiixr.isation in tha case of non-patontod processes. 

In the case of patented processes a license was pr.-vided for, only in 
tne amount of one-half of the custoaary license foe. These concessions 
had the practical recu.lt that Farben, who sold important products to 
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Trance before the war, was ready to withdraw in favor of Franco from 
the French -nr!cot of t!so products ’mentioned. 

ic. Hasn't it also intended to bring about collaboration in new 
fields? 

t 

A. Yes, '.his point is of particular importance. It was ny porsonal 
plan tiiat the iVonch <t*estuffs plants be Modernized and rationalized, as 
.»« did ourselves in the years after the nerjer of Farbon in Goraany. x 
neve already described that In detail during v first examination! If 
a corresponding procedure was carried out in Vttiieo, it would have boon 
unavoidable that savllcr plants bo shut down in favor of largor plants, 
but now ’.productions wo to ba started in the pleats that woro thus shut 
down. For this purpose yu tool: into consideration to oahe available, 
to tiio greatest emtout -possible, uxp_rloncoa a»; processes for the 

I .« # I 

production of nr: qroudo chemical produces outside the dyestuffs field. 

It was loft up to the decision of the Vonraltrn^orat of tho Fr.ancolor as 
to whothor these noir products would be produce*. in, the Francolor plants 
thuusolvus or In one of tiio parent firm plants. For ouch a resoltuion a 
two-thirds uaiuri.ty vote was necossary in the Vur..‘nl t ung srat, so that 
It was impossible to outvote tho French Vonraltu,\gsrat ixnabors. Practically, 

tills agreoj-nt a.*! an-angewont brought it obntt tiiat the parent firms or 

• - ‘ . — 

Francolor, so to t peal:, had a priority on nei: proocssus of ForbJn in tho 

field of organic chads try. 

(j. YHiat X hard been able to understand froa your statoujnts lo that 
Parbon granted very extonaive concessions in tlioow cases. Could you 
perhaps give uc tho value of these concussion? 1 \ rhaps you can oxpreso 
thorn in values of French francs. 

A. Crc. B-rndt, it isn't possible to figure out an exact amount for 
these concessions, but x thin*: one can establish a*, order of magnitude. 

IZi. SPToEIEi* President, I've listens, to this lino *f quest¬ 
ioning, and, on several occasions, with a great amount of tropedation r.s 
to what poas’.blo bc.ari.ig it lvas. How, here, when anxLes arc still in tie 
field and in t*io of a war, things are t’iuo which we thinh clearly 
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under law will not be done* a specie! arrhngcriaat Far bun guts, 5l;5 
of the total of this lira, and there is a certain interest for Parbon 
in seeing that that fire makes soao money under these circumstances. 

What relevancy lias that?—for IIo. 1. 

Point Ho. 2: iV.t: the French point of view, when their allies woro 
still fighting 'hhea French aruios theasalvcs ncro still in the fiold, 

9 / f 

what possible value can soao of these arrangements, made bitneon certain 
ProaehBon and certain Germans, mean, so far as value is concerned? it 
has no relation to value in any ordinary se.isc of t’no word, 'That valuo 
it actually had wo now know, but, I mean even at tho tina, what could it 
have mean? 

Wo object on the grounds tliat wo don't seo the pertinency of this 
inquiry. , - . § 

V 
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TIC TlSJ obj-ction is OT^nilc*’. 

A. I sar d before that it ncsu't possible, of course, to aako an 
exact calculation a.id that one could only sp-ak about a conparati\-e 
ordar of uaeniiitude. Since, in former years, Curing the rationalisation 
of the Farb-.i plants, I uorfcod for Parbeu, a:» vaH-ortook si-iilar work 
in Africa, with too G-.ioral Aniline, and Italy and in Spain, I my 
claim for tysalf that 1 have at least a possibility of evaluating and 
glvixife a juC 3 c.vj.xt 0.1 this question. On tlw baa:.a of uy experience X 
Txould say that tliis ratioiialisation in the Cyosteffo field, talcing into 
:ccount the status o? tho plants I sen in 19 ho, would certainly have 
brouglit about an xxorcoao in profits of appro: ict.ly ten percent. T.iat 
is a v-ry caisor'/at. ve estimate for the i .cr-au- in profits and the 
rationalisation of Goran plants was ouch hi- or. 3 ut I don't want 
to c<x:put>. a ’.lighor figure b-causc tho Fr-ach >»•: a.w had to undertake 
certain invest-ents oud tint therefor- one uast not take tho entire 
profits into account. A ten percent i.icreaso of profit in tho case of 
600,000,000 turnover would uako 80,000,000 flV-xa capitalised. O.ia 
should not convert it into capital in the custom!*, manner but I think 
it would be better if o.w capitalised it over a p.x-iod of five years. 

And then these yrofita would b- fiv- tia.s ei. -.t;* ..hich is 1 100 , 000,000 
million franca, .liich would hav*, con- to tie .V-.xh aft*.r this ration¬ 
alization in tlio peri <1 'of a f«u years. 

Q. Tlio prosocuticax charges you and your co-Cifondants that you 
had undertaken plum*ex- and spoliation in the case of FTancolor. ..hat 
do you say about that? 

A. I think an act of spoliation anti p .under .ould have looked 
different fro.: tlio contract that we concluded with tlw french. 

C*. At the beginning the fr-nch finis u>re ut susceptible to the 

• 

suggestions of l-brbcn at all. At least one can take that a.ki understand 
that from the co.uoivices in Wiesbaden =-xl frai fie first negotiations 
in Paris. 

A. Aryo-ve who has orpine: »co in coipLicat-e negotiations k.iows 
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that such complicated contracts do not con- about overnight. A largo 
nunber of complicated questions of a legal, cccncrcial and technical 
nature have to bo clarified in such contracts and particularly as -.to 
wore concerned h-ro nith a cccplotoly new co.vecpt, it is clear that 
the partners to the contract oust first establish canon ground for 
concluding tills contract, and Far ban, in the beginning, didn't have c. 

9 

clear idea what tiio contract would loo!c litas in detail. That resulted 

only after tiio co:\forooooa wh.ch, as is toot: quite a lone tiwo. 

In that connection no accepted quite a few desires and requests of the 
• % 

French — for instanoo, tho contractual definitions about tiio Produits 
Divors and tiio now organic products. 

Q. i)o you tiavo any definite indication - or the fact that tho I'V-.ioh 
concluded this.contract voluntarily and for co.nidoiationo of a businoos 
naturo?* 

A. Yes. I uao always of that opinion cad I na still today of that 
opinion. If that Iiad not been tho case then X -..wild nov-r have givon 
ay approval to tiic signing of this contract, contracts of such a nature 
partners of fc:o countries conclude for a collaboration oust be concluded 

I 

to the satisfaction nf both parties. On both aides llwre nust bo tho 
will to a willing o-d i*oady collaboration. Yhe collaboration that started 

already before tho contract was c-'ocludod tcia ccc£Utoly harmonious and 

« • 

was conducted in tho .x>st friendly of fom. -Jut u her factors also indic¬ 
ate that tiio French wore satisfied with this contract. Tlius, for 
instance, it is a fact that there wore no negotiations at all about tile 
purchasing prico, about tlw plans, in tiio aaor.it of 800,000,000. Th_ 
purchasing pi*ico was cocputcd according to various methods and the figure 
arrived at in t.ds ncancr was considered fair by both parties and accepted 
as such. .Thai tho 7hrbca shares nero evaluated, net tho French half 
way. That can be seen froa the docraents which i>r. Sicners presented tills 

•V 

norning. • The fact tlmt tho French were satisfied with tho acquisition 
of Farbon shores, and that they considered the participation in German 
I.G. Far bon as in their own interest can be. see” write clearly from tS» 
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feet that when Farben floated nan shares In l?b2 they r.oru quite roady 
to acquire the .icu shares and didn't sell their right of acquiring tlic30 
shares viuch they could iiavo done. 

Q. I rant to interrupt you in this case. *ho French vould have 
received a largo bundle of Farbon shares ir. tlio co.rsa of this event? 

A. After the capital was corrected a.xl ulu-xes were floated, 
the French had, in their hands, a bundle of shares of approximately 
20,000,OCO l^iclucr's. As far as I know there *.ms only one more package 
of shares, aLiost as largo as that, and that was o-mod \jy the fira Solvny, 
Brussels, the iroU-laic* m soda factory. 

Q. Then ouo of the consequences of the Franc alor contract vould bo 
that Francolor b-cao the second largest shareholder of Farben. 

A. Yos, U>0 largest or second largest. 

Q. Shan!: you very much. You wanted to give uo another proof. 

A. Another ’.a*oof is the fact that I*. Awhenin, in January 19M, 

aado tho suggestion to jo appointed in the Aufscihtsrat of Farbon. And 

• 

I consider that a recognition of an acccptc.wo a*- t!>o idea of Frnneo- 
Geman collaboration, a.*i the intogration of botii groups vihich was lctor 
actually brouglit about by tho Francolor agri~*at, lamely Franco and 
G.naany. 

Q. Did :*• Dwetwnin bee one a rwmbjr of tl;e .Vifcichtsrat of Farbon? 

A. Uo. At that tlao uo could not .irpross an opinion about it because 
government regulations prohibited that any foreigners be token into tho 
Aufsichtsrat of Geruany stock corporation during tho war. 

• 

Q. Can you tell no of anything else that wo\’ld corroborate your 
opinion that tho .-Vo .eh concluded tho contract voluntarily. 

A. Yes, I ua.it to drau your attention to an ov^nt of 19hl, During 
the negotiation in Frris on 21 to 2h July lpljl, II*. Bichelonne, the 
previously* E>on-y.oned I Aaistcr and State Secretary for Industrial Product¬ 
ion, asked no for a conference on very short notice. *3» Minister inforaod 
m that he had an objection of the French chosd.ca?. indvstry against the 
FTancolor contract because they feared that as a result of tho collaboration 
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of Francolar a.d the IVe.ich paro.it fines with Tarboa, nil inventions or 
discoveries of Parboil would bo ..Ivon to this one yrowp, and the resaaininG 
French industry didn't rant to and could not tolerate this. Tor reasons 
of tine I do not want to into the very Icact!^* conversation I had 
with IInistor rS.c'.»lois.x at the tico. I 3.xcoc'_;'. in caluing liiic about 
our ideas and at that occasion I also pro-dsed hie to start negotiations 
ittoediatoly trith a group fan**! fraa the .Jio.i- Lcailenc and Sloctro-Cheido 
about the lice .cine °* the buna process. I also promised hiu that I would 
talk to the c -icf of the important lira St, Gobcin and would ..Iso prordso 
that chiof tliat tix collaboration b-i,un befero the war :~-a to bo continued 
as soon as the conditio, is .x.mittcd it again. :i% atcholonn. then wxt’i- 
druw his cbjcctio is but ho deaandod that i* r*oer. end the t’.u’eo French 
parent finis would state in writing that It wasn't in their opinion to 
oxolud-- other .-V-ich chmiical firas from their production. I then reported 
to tie French gv.itlooon about this, and ay report caused visible 
consternation .vio.i" ticri. ;y colleagues a.*'. . s rx v-xy clearly that 
tie French .iconic. apparently f-lt that this very ngr-onblo and pleasant 
contract i.ltii Kerb-a night, in th- last hoar, lx. brought to naught. ’Hie 
suggestion tint I undo was dictated, si-fed, a- thus /- got around tliat 
cliff, r.at lotter has been offered as Ver :-au ant 37 in 3ook 3 
of uy docwe.it boo!a. 1 offered it as oi_b‘t 2.’i0. 

Dl.. four :ks~or3, I would now cqjo to discussing the production 

of Fran color, but I believe if my colic-.uc Dr. '.iofXbana ha3 one uoro 
statciaont to uo!:o we id 11 Imvu filled out tie tiiee. 

T S rr»S::n *.io Will hear Dr. HofXbarui. 

DP.. .DA’ .‘t: : :r. President} any I be poiuittod new, as an exception, 
to make tin; notion '.hat tie def-ndant Aabros be cwcusod froii attendance 
of the session tills afternoon. 

PR23>2_f-Ti That notion is sustained. Tie Tribunal will rise 
for lunch. 
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THL UAJ5HAL: The Tribunal is age 1 b in session. 

HR. SPISCH2R: Mr. President, as to your suggestion, specifically 

that of Judge Ilobort, re now are in a position to make our presentation 

of thoso docunonts in Prosecution Docunant Book 92, Rebuttal Book iio. 

1 . I night say that the second robuttal book will concern ontiroly 

Aus chwits, approsinatoly lh or 15 documents, a nd no hevo boon told 

• V 

that thoso will bo processed both in tho Gonnn and English by noxt 
Tuosday and as soon as re have a clear indication os to that Hotter wo 
will talco it up with Judgo Hobart and a ttonpt to arrange that in. 

THE PICSnCi*?: Very well. 

• 

I*R. SPRECHER: Tho third and last dooucont book should not con¬ 
tain raoro than ton or a doton docuaonts and wo will lot you know about 
that on noxt iionday. How, in so lee ting thoso docunonts wo havo at to rap tod 
to restrict thon to thoso w hich wo think will bo nost helpful at this 
stago in assisting you in coning to a dotomini tion of tho truth in 
regard to tho nattors covorod by thoso doevnonts. In cost oasoa wo havo 

a . 

boon'able to avoid rooting explanations or now ovidonco put in by tho 
dofonso through thoir w itresses and' actually havo boon nblo to avoid 
ca lling a largo nuabor of dofonso affiants for cross-oxaai nation, by 
using moot of thoso docunonts — nost of tho cvailablo oontaaporanoous 
docunonts — that wo think aro crucial during cross-oxaninntion. That 
has a Iso givon tho dofonso a longer opportunity to considor thoso docu¬ 
ments for w hatovor purposo they aay desire. Kow, with your pomission 
I would lilco to have tho individual prosecution lawyers who have con- 
contrr tod cost on particular subjects, present tho docunonts according 


to oortc in groups without 


will begin w ith tho 



Count HI, s lave laserious.i 
HR. VA H ST 
to what is called 
of tho index in tixat 

lour Honors, I would like to sincerely underline what Ur. Sprcchor 


introduction, and Ur. Von Stroot 
at tho cni of tho Book undor 
nt3. 

Honors, I an now roferring 
or specifically to page 7 
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has said go no rally in reference to what no considor tho admissibility 

- t 

of thoso particular documents which arc herewith presented urtdor tho 
rebuttal rule3 of evidence. I might say and I think I would bo remiss 
if I did not say that I have been somewhat surprisod by a couple of 
notions n hich I have seen from the hands of the dofenso wherein 
they point up, with groat oophasi3, tho so-called "non fact require- 

• 9 • 

nsent" which, of course, wo all know is tho Uigmore Rule. Now, Uigrwro, 
in discusj^ng that rulo, your Honors, says among other things that "It 
is not oo3y to say whethor tho proponent** tostioony in rebuttal might 
or might not ns w oil have been put in origins lly". Now, in connection 
with the t prcciso point I w ould like to say that in roforonoo to • 
tho documents which I on about to submit, tho question could not havo 
arison before, thoso docuaonts could not hero boon put'in our original 
oaso as tho Slavs labor count caso was concludod in Novortoor 19U7 or not 
Inter than oarly Doccabor 19U7* and thes o documents did not cono into 
our possession until tho lattor port of Kobrunry cr tho 1 st of Uaroh. 

Wow, I Just say that incidontrlly. I still proposo to qualify 
thoso docuaonts under tho rebuttal rulo but not, if four Honors planso, 
with tho strict underlining so far as this now fact theory and person¬ 
ally I ha vo always looked upon this so-callod ‘.'ignore rulo ns not boing 
nocossarily a strict rulo. It is submittod that for axamplo ho soys: 

"Rebutta 1 is proper when it moots tho new facts put in by tho advorso 
party." Uoll, now lot's anclyso Just a ninuto, I won't take up much 

of your time, tho word "feet". The 'ford fact cones fro b tho past 

participle of tho Latin vorb Faceo, moaning a thing that is dono. 

Wow, a fact can bo son othing aside fren Jumping out of a window or 

walking through a door, a fact can bo tho act in testimony of getting 

the record in a stato of vaguonoss where it is absolutely ossential 

• • 

tha t soao clarification bo given end it is certainly qy position, and 

A 

I think it is a proper position, that clarification or explanation cor- 
tainly ooaos under this rulo. And that is in lino, of course, with 
what TTharton says. 


113614 





April 30 U8-A-D>-l5-3-Lconrrd (von Schon) 

COURT VI, CASE VI 

How, your Honors, I thank you for indulging no in thoso few 
preliminary ronarks. 

I rofor to prosecution document 1II~1$159 and ask that it bo 
nc rlcod as Prosocut'ion's Exhibit Ho. 2l5U« Hon, thi3 is o lottor 
from the administration of tho Labor Camp I brio to Farben's Bitter— 
fold pin nt.. "Camp inmates eaployod by Fabbon's Bittorfold plant 
havo conplainod ropoatodly about tho vomin found in their billots." 

I won't make a ny furthor rooerks but I would liko to stato if 
I may, before you speak, the basis of qualifying this is thet Dr. 

Buorgin, in his testimony, s aid that "living spaco for foroignora 

in tho Farbor. craps was particularly stressed"*. Ho rofors to tho 

living snoco as oxoaplcry and ho rofors to tho wolfaro institutions 

go no rally of Farbon as being exemplary a a to housing, otc. Thai also 

I rofor briefly to tho a ffient Ifcrio Callobont's affidavit, which 

is Buorgin Exhibit 71, whoroin sha saysj " All huts woro non, with 

ovory convonionco such as coijtrcl boating, bath tubs, wash rooms, 

wator closots, everything was very nodom and practical, ovory room 

had running hot awl cold rater. Bedrooms woro simple and nico. Every wook 

eloen bod linon." 
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01 . SCH03 - ifT (Djfmaa Cnuns si for 4ef-ndant 3u-rgin): lour Honors,, 
thi cro 3 ,cuti n apparently c-nsidxsd it n*c>sscry in off-.ring thesa docu- 
nsnt3 at this tim* to explain *ach document v ry thoroughly and particularly 
to explain that they art purely rebuttal *rid*nc*. According to ay 
understanding of the matt r and specifically according t« th* ruling in th* 
Flick Cast, r .buttal documents are cdmi^sibl* nly if thsy r*f*r toaoj 
new orid.nc* pr*s*nt d by th» d*f«ns«. Th* docunuit that rs hev, her* con¬ 
tains c-unplaints cb ut th* sciatic* of v rmin in th* b.rracks et Bitt<rf*ld; 
exactly th* s.-n* thing has already b**n introduced by th«* prosecution in 
Exhibit 1358 v.hich is th* affidavit of a Pr*nch worker nam'd Ren* 

Hallandi r and a f -otnot* her 1 in th* ind x BOiti'-ns th* examination of 
Km* Bullr-nditr. It is said - nc* c;jtin in this docua-nt th. t th*ra was 
v.nain in th* Bitt*rf«ld barracks, exactly th* srm* thing that Ballandier 
said and « which h» was cross -examined. Th«r»f<>r*, I cannot s*« that any¬ 
thing n*w pr.smt-d by th* d*f<ns< is answir,d ha**. This document is 
m .rely a ttacking th* d*f ms* stat taints which apply to pr .vi-us prostouti n 
docum*nts. I b*ll*v., th*rif'*r», and ay objicti n will b: r<p»nt.d in th* 
cas* of the "thtr dyninints, too, th. t this is cumulative and should not b* 
accepted in r«buttal. 

THE PITSIIVyfr: Now, g -ntlmen, up until this point th* Tribunal 

has tried to be r*es nebly lib ral with coun3 .1 for prosecution and d*f <ns* 

alika in according them an op»ortunity to cdvis 1 th» Tribunal as to tha 

general c nt-nts and import of th* documents which thay hav* off-red in 

*rid<nc*. hav* now reached a situation where w*'r* nfiring the clos* 

of this ccs.. The Tribunal cann"t, in th* interests of c-ns rving its tins* 

*-nd y urs, opm bh* door to a discussion of th* qu-sti ns that ar* 

cppar-ntly toe ris. with r-f »r nc-* to wh.thr or not these several documents 

which th* pros -cuti n is und 5 ft«Jcing to off r ar; or are not proper r*~ 

buttal. Th* Tribunal hes th.r-.for-- c-nclud?d to adopt the following polioy. 

•ith r.spjct to th* tins r^.rv-d by thi d*f?ncLnts Krcuch, von Schnitzl<r 

and Dr. ter Mur, they may continu* to pres nt their docunmts in th* sam* 

manner tiu-t documents hav* b*en present d in th* past until they pr;S snt 
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thsir casi in chiaf, th<riby according than tt$a &at privilig s that war* 
ecc«rd^d to th* pr^s acuti^n in th* pr*s*ntctin X its d^aucants. 

H-tt, as to --th-r d<'cun*nts offar ad by ths parti«sXV-n this tin* 

••nj with th si thr-a «c*pti-ns, thir* will b* a diff-.r-nt rula and th* 
rul* starts with thi -ros^cuti-n's so-csllad rsbuttal docunants. Thasa 
documents will b* pr^s-ntsd and giv,n nunbrrs and couns*l for tha daf ansa 

I 

sty, by mmrandna hand ad to th* C-urt, p<int ut to us whit thay hav* to 
s«.y with r«f-r«nci to *«h*th»r or n’t it is <r is not rsbutti.1. '*‘htt saa* 
ruling will apply to all suppl jnjntal dr*cu»*nts Xf^r*d by daf ansa hanc*- 
forth, *xc*pt as to th* acc*pt.d =att*rs pirtcining to tha daf .nd-nts Krauoh, 
von Schnitzl^r and T r r in tha coapl *ti n f thiir cis»s in chi X. In 

oth-r viTds, that is t • say that with tha *xc*pti -n of th* principal ccs*s 

y .t to b • pr .s int d n b half of Krauch, v n Schnitzl .r and T *r M. -r, th *r * 
will b. n* furth»r «x?l«v.ti vi of docuia»nts *nt -rtuinad by tha Tribunal, 
but yu will a r ly giv « us your docuatr.to *nt rt-in«d by tht Tribunal, 

but y u will a rly gir, us yurd euaar.t nuab ir and y< ur pro posad *xhibit 

nunb-r and c-uns 1 f-T’th* opposing sid» trey giv* us n nwornndum if thay 
think thi d cua-nt is n t adaissibl*. That will, for tha tin* h.ing, dispoa* 
of this and tha js-os^utiwi nay prociid to mark its docunints in nbuttal, givi 
than numb-rs end o^uns*l for th* daf jxs* *ay fill a n«or~ndun pointing out 
wh.r.in thiy think tha d-cun.nt is not coo?»tant. 

Judj. H-b-rt r*rind»d a* of tiv-t wh. ch I sh uld hav* kr.om that 
tha d*f -rxlant •'khnita is in th* sea* situ.ti n with Kr<-uch, von Schnitzl»r 
jid T -r M* t. That was an ov rsight. I an sorxy I oaitt-d his mu*. 

N"*r, is that cl<x so w* hav* no furth r nisund a sLnding --.bout it? 
Documints with tha axcapti ns .a th*y apply to th* main cas^s of tha 
daf ?nd;nts Krr.uch, v>n Schnitzl*r, Schnitz and Tar M.r, any b* aerkad for 
idintifiC' ti n nly fr » now on, or r. th >r, giv :n r.uc-b j? from now on and 
sub j act t** n ti ns to strike. 

MR. S?l r CH"7\ : Hr. Pr aidant, sine- ur indocas wsra r: th.r sh rt, 

pi rticuL-irly in th« first b--fe, acy w* b* allow X to subcit a sh >rt 
sdo-'rarxiun sti-ting bt^ sp-cifici-lly th* natur. of r-.butta.l? hed int-ndad 
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to do that orally and wj did not intend to tevatj furthir g ei .rel -ocpla- 
neti- ns. 

THE iRESIDBfls You may do that ^ith r in support of your documants 
or th y will ba in ividancs, unl;ss objdCti*'n, and you c«'Ji havi tha 
opportunity aft «r tha objacti-m is neda to say what you hc.vi to Sc.y about 
th«B. 

$ 

Ki. SP.ISCK?H: Thank you, Ur. Pr.sid.nt. 

* 

HI. SUCH' S: kr. Pr-aidant, I dwi't kn*w rh»th>r I quit* und-j- 
st-*d th. ruling that has Just b. an announce. It s.*id to a* that in tha 
thraj 028.8 nuiti n»d, ^rauch, Schaitz end Schnitxlar, thrra *o U ld b» o btj 
g.n»r->us ruling then in rasp.ct to oth.r documents. If I und.rstood ttet 
corr .ctly thm I ask that thia »»r> g n rnis ruli b» applied rlso to th» 
basic inf'jrnr.tl n. I said wh .n thi first b»»k wrs pr.s.nt.d thtt ths 
sjc. nd b"ok wuld bi pr.s-nt.d lct-r, and I br/M not y»t b.an told thet 
th<r. w.uld b any chang* in h-wt it wr.s hendl.d. sh.-thir I ofr-r it now 
or lat r. 

THE PRESIDENT: Did you hr.v* r.f r no* to documents or do you hova 
r»f .r ncs to th« slid.* shich you propos .d to ochibit, Dr. Silch.r. 

ER. SILCfTOlr Part of thj basic inf-«nar.tion docunants will ba 
off <rjd os d<f*naj othibits. - . 

THE PRFSrDENTt Vi can a j s*«a r«.i n, so fijp cs th*j visual 
slid.s that you wish t- display, th-t you sh uld b» p.rnitt*d to say 
s«m.thing in ocplaiu-ti n of ahat th.y cr*, but as to documants, tha lina 
oust bidr:.wn s «rtrh.r. end nay I corr act what is an appar.nt mi .’und -.r— 
standing >n y ur part? '•* ar. caking axc.oti ns -in thi cas* of Schmitz 
end thi "th x thr.a th -1 I nan.-d in ord.r to put thm on a parity rith 
th* *>th ir dif indents; to p.redt this bo intrxiuc3 thUr documents as oth<r 
documants hav> b.ai introdut k 1 . By^nd that w» ari going to adopt a 
diff.rjnt policy beaus. tha nacissity of it is indicate h^r;. ffhsr- you 
h-vj a grouj of docun'.nts thet ar. d .noninat d r.-buttal, th.y nr. not 
comparable. Thly chang. frees nc subjjct V' cn"th.r, and if ws ers to 
listto l.gel arguments as to th; c'wip-t.ncy of »ch of thosi docununts 
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tfu-t ari pr is -.nt:d wj will us; such of our valuabli tied 2 nd yours end 
conssqusntly w* an going to changs ths policy f rOQ n ow on, *xcapt, Dr. 

Silch x, es to thi dif indents *rauch, Schmitz, m $chn itzlsr end tir 
Mi*r, incofir as thqr nay usj thi seas practici that hes b»*n followjd in thi 
pr*srotation of thiir d-cuaints in chiif. In 'thro words, th*y may explain 
thiir d-xjunrots as 'th»r d*f ms* documents win sepia in ?d. 

Mor, as I a.f it, that only 1 a.v.s o?« ni niitt-x of doubt and 
thet is es to y ur basic inf-w-Kti n docunrots and your slid.,3 that you era 
spieking 'f. As to thi slid-.s, xa c-n s*. r -as n -thy you should bi piroitt .d 
to giv. an axplcnotl n of than whtn th*y ert sh wn. 

DR. SILCff Rx Ur. Prjsidmt, I b.liiv. an h ur end a half or two 
hour8 w*r» prorii td in thi schidul* for thi .t sanitation of thd besio 
informeti nmdl bliiv. th_t this is an exactly parallel cass to thi 
oth»r d if .ns i caa.s in chi-f. That is s * .thing th..t is off.r»d for all 
th* dif ns i C'uns 1 and is a perollil to thro. 

TH3 PR^SID^NTi Tfjll* Dr. Silchsr, nay I raind y.*u that insofar 
as thi b sic inf‘'rar.ti'-n of thi pros icuti n was 5 <nc Tn.«i it wr-j not sv«n 
introduc *d in ividroct. It was Just handid t' us. I hf.vm't sun y-ur 
bf.sic information, but rsldi fr-m thj pr.sir.tati rt of your slides, if wi an 
going to tr rt you just thi sant as w, did thi prosscuti-TO, w» shouldn't 
rti8tj much tlasjm having an -aplrnTtion of basic Anfortw tl-n. Its 
v xy resignation w>ulci indie: t« that it xruldn't cetll for v,ry much in thi 
way of Deplane ti n at all but is »x< or l»ss s 0 i—ax lanatory. «. »'U 
grant y m pxmiosi n t- a plain y-ur slid.s and you Dry hav* whativn* tima 
ycu n-. d within y ur limits for that pur.v'S but as to *v rything >lsd'cu¬ 
n-rots may b . mark id and may b- • nly attack id by mm f.ndum handid to thi 
Tribunal b-^caus. I can w.11 s - a that u* c~uld spind this aft xnoon on a 
v .ry f fw dcun-nts h x., arguing as to rh.thx it is ox is not r.buttnl and 
tha Sam! thing may «xis« whan y-u g-ntlsaoi *f thi dof jnsi go to pns -nt 
y--ur “mitt*d d cm rots so far as th= pros .-cuti n is c nc-rn^d. So ws'll 
p-rait y.-u, Dr. Silch x, to us - what -.vj tiai within th* a Hot t id tima | 

you ns d to jr , Sin t y ur slid s end th ; oral =xplr.n.-.tioir of than, but as to k 
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ths b-'-k if we acc-rdid you the sdo treatment as wo accorded the pmsicu- 
ti'*n it w n't require nuch tina at all. As I recall, tte-t *csn't oven 
in as evidence. It was not off jr id in evidence. 


!Jt. SPRPCHRj Y:S, I was ab*«ut to point out, Hr. ^resident, we 
only cnsiderid it as s«oswhat of an introduction and it hasn't ev 3 nb een 
support’d entirely by proof ar* is completely died. It v*s aer.ly a litUe 
tr uxtis 1 to introduce the cas j. 

THS . j n*S]D'2.7r If Dr. Silchj* fills that he does want to offer 
th* docua-nts in his basic information bo ka in evidence we'll accord him 


the p.ralssi n *f doing that but in the arm manner in which the rebuttal and 
the supplemental docunmts are off .red. 

0 mt 1 <■ n, that is Just not a dispsiti n on th» pf.rt of the Tribunal 
to b. harsh -r to cppjj- my severe rules, but it is just naceas.ry in thi 

e 

interests and thi c ns^rvati .n of time and t * keep you all o n a parity 
nr* so ter as the pr *s rotation of y-Air cas is is c^Cerned, 
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D3. SILCHLR: I believe, Mr. President, according to what you have 
just said the difficulty will he solved. The elides end docunents are 
lnsoluably connected. As a rule, the slides are Juat an explanation-of 
what the docucent and, at any rate, I will n.t need nore than the two 
hours which have been assigned to ne. \ 

THE PRES I DEIST:' How nany documents in your docuaent bo»k, rou#Oy, 

Dr. Silcher O You basic infomation bookJ 

Da. SILCHEB: I don't have it here at the nonent. Without the 
slides I believe about ten or twelve. 

THE PRLSIDEHT: If you wish then to present those documents ianodiately 
before or sous tine before you use your slides so that you can relate tho 
elides to the docunents in your oral presentation of the slides that's 
entirely u-oper. We'll give you that privilege and receive tha documents 
in evidence in advance so you uay use th# slides os you see fit and if 
you wish 1 3 toy sonething about the slides in connection with the 
docunents that will be within the rule so that ought to take cure of 
your situation. 

DR. SILCHER: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: How, is there any nisunderstanding in the ninds of 
anyone os to what we neanl We'll save tine by uaing n bit core hero if 
there is any nisunderstanding as to what the policy of the Tribunal is to 
be. 

DR. FLAECRSSER (D**fense Counsol for "ueteflsch): Mr. President, you 
* 

wiU recall that, at the end of the presentation of tiy client's case 
I askod the Tribunal to give ne an opportunity to add none further docunents. 
Tho tribunal prcnised this and I was told that at sene later tine I would 
be allowed to preeent the rest of ny docunents. Thewe docunents were 
handed in for translation 6n the 5th of April. I do not kn>w whether they 
are translated yet. I have no knowledge of that yet. These are part 
of ty case in chief and I do n>t believe that there is any intrinsic 
reason for dealing differently with these docunents than with the ones 
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vhicb I offered to the Tribunal during the Presentation >f ny case in 
chief. I would be grateful - and the sane allies to aor.e of ny colleagues 
who were granted the sane privilege - if the Tribunal could decide 
that the defense documents which are to be offered as a supplement to the 
case in chief nay be accented under the previxis rules, but that the 
docunents which we offer either to refute documents offered in cross 
examination or in rebuttal nay be subject to the new rules. 

TEL PPisrnLKT: Hov, gentlemen, it seens to us we have given you your 
allotted tine, vo were ready to hear your coses os you presented then. 

Sooe of you have or.de exceeptlons or reservations. You were not ready 
to go forward. Soae have said that you night have supplemental nnterial 
and ve know now that tone of you hr.ve presented supnlensntal nnterial. 

Bone place vo nust draw the line and if ve hear those that present thoir 
cases in chief with an explanation of the documents, then it seens to us 
that oo to all of these ooltted and supplemental natters you are all 
noro or less \n the sane situation rnd I nay say this, the Tribunal 
feels that your tine would be better spent ty bringing the cnee to an 
orderly conclusion ns speedily as is practicable and give you nore tine 
for briefing and preparation of your arguments. Wo really think that 
this Is helpful to the presentation of the case to us and you will need 
all the tine that is available for it. After oil, you ore going to bo 
briefing this cose very shortly after the presentation of this last 
grjup of dJcunents and you will be preparing your arguments qjxito frooh 
frea it but whatever they have that is highly important you will have a 
full opportunity of telling ux whnt they are and what their oignifienneo 
Is so far as the caso is concerned, but if w* spend sevornl days hare 
in the court rocn in passing upon the competency of Individual documents 
and listening to nore or less extended explanations of the document it 
just cuts shirt the tine that you really need for the thorough ts-ieflng 
and preparation for the briefing and argument of your case. I think 
you perhaps over emphasize the importance, if I nay say so; of your oral 

13022 


30 ">ril-A-J?-17-3-Leonard 
Court 71 Casa 71 


presentation of docunents. I think it would he helpful to the Tribunal 
ouch core to have it on pener before us in our study of the case. 

DK. lXAECHSHEH: hr. President, ve were orinorily interesting in 
knowing whether the sane generous rules ere to apply to the supplementary 
docuoents as to the orevious docunents'and not that these docunents be 
subject to the restrictions which ore,now to be introduced for rebuttal 
end for the answer of the defense to the prosecution's rebuttal evidence. 
That was the cain thing for us. The prosecution notarial was nernitted 
to be introduced without any exaaination of relevance and these sane 
generous rules were spoiled to the defense and we ore asking that we be 
given the sane conditions for our supplementary notarial for our cases 


ir. chief. 



DR. 2SRSDT: "r. President, weeks ago I sub-iltted throe bo*a to 
the Tribunal regarding economic order in the Third Reifih. I nay assure 
that I will be pemitted to introduce these docursento briefly nnd ti»at 
there will be no restrictions.- 

THL PFiSIDLST: How, gentleoea, you can well see Just vhat situation 
you are in. r-veryone of you thick that you cose ought to be on exception 
to the rule. I take it that If the rule applies to y ur oouonont you aro 
quite will satisfied with it and I suspect the nrosocution would -orobably 
fell naturally the sane way. *hey would be very happy to let us give then 
as uuch tine ns they need to explain their docunents and aooly a noro 
harsh rule to you, gentlenen, but sore place, gentlenon, you have to draw 
that line. Ve announced when we started in on the dofenso that we would 
accord so uuch tine to each defendant and ve were horo to hear you rad 
y ju had that tine available. Sore of you have askod to nostnono that 
and have asked thet you be remitted to offer suprlenentol docunents, 

* upplonentol books in none cases. Bow, that is very "ell, tw* flt tha 
sane tine there cooes a place where you mist draw the lino nnd it seans 
to us that the place to draw the line is when you presented your nntorial 
in chief that you had ready to present when the Tribunal «as ready to 
hear you. As to these others, I can assure you that the infornation that 
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you produce, the facts that you develop, will receive the sane consideration 
as that which has been presented tofore and I nay say again that I think 
you over-emhasize the importance of your oral presentation of the 
docunent8. -'n analysis of the docuoents in oral arguaent/ and in briefs 
is going to be nuoh nore inportant to this Tribunal than to set here day 
in and day cut listening to the presentation of the documents with 

A 

explanations. 

DR. SCHUBERT: *r. President, I believe in Oiet ny two colleagues 
have been saying t> the Tribunal there is a slight nisunderstanding. I 
hope to be able to clear it up. I an in the sane situation ns Dr. Flnechener 
I, too, on concluding ny case in chief, obtained pernittlon fron tha 
Trlbu nM to offer sooe suppleoentaxy d-cunents later. Vo do not want 
to offer these docunents in the previous forn with nrgur.entntion. Vo 
are quite willing to Just nunber than and hand then in but since this is, 
after all, on approved conpletion of our case in chief thr.t those docunonto 
be accepted undor the sane conditions as hitherto granted to both the 
prosecution ond the defense; that they net be under the nore sevoro 
terns *hich amply to rebuttal documents ond therefore we ask that thano 
BUpplenentory defense docunents for the case in chief, even if -thoy aro 
not explained, nay be accepted by the Tribunal undor this sane conditions 
ns hitherto. 

THE PRESIDE!?: That's exactly *hrt we were trying to say that w4 
Intended to do is *.o pernit you to introduce the docunents just the sane 
as y>u hove tn<jn doing, but without ex>lanation, except as it applied 
t: the subject of the cases of the four defendants vdio were named. You 
can offer then, they are in evidence Just the sane. The only thing 
we're going to ask you is to ocit your exal explanation of the docunents. 

Dr. Ktffaana, we'll hear-you now. 

DR. HOrTViAhTJ: Hr. President, according to the schedule set up by 
the Tribunal two-thirds of a day are assigned to Aabros, and I r.sk that 
tha sene ruling aade for ter Hear and Schnitzler be extended, if possible, 
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to AnbDOs. 

TEL PRESIDES!: Ve thought that your tine vas principally reserved 
for a vitness, Dr. Hoffoann, and that you night have sc.-:0 additional 
docujents. Tou have a fev, I know, on our desk. Do you Intend io 
utilize part of your tine for a witness or do you have nore docunonts to 
present than you have already submitted? 

DR. H07JKEHH: Ho, I reserved core tine for ny vitness and only a 
fev docunents which are actually available to the Tribunal alreacy. 

TEE PRESIDENT: Vary veil. Ve hcve those d>cunents. We'll know 
what is in those docunents at*the tine you present then any way, so that 
you would not be injured, would you, but just giving then nunbera and 
intr iduclng then in evidence? 

DR. EGTAUIM: Very veil. I an only Interested in the witness, 

TEE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

!-E. SPEECHES: I an Afraid I cade an omission and that njjy be 
why Dr, Nelte is here. I, in neationlng the total of three books, I did 
ooit those ten or twelve docunents which Dr. Bolte has been oronised, 

THE PRESIDES?: Do you intend to keen your proaise on that? 

HR. SPiLCHER: If ve can, Mr. President. 

DR. HELTE: "r, 'resident, at this tine I an n»t sneaking for nysolf 

but I want to finish a cuestion affecting the defensd counsol as a whole. 

• • 

We have heard your ruling and will conduct ourselves occordixvsly but there 
is one question which'I should like to ask and that is how the Tribunal 
lnagines our response to the rebuttal documents, how the Tribunal expects 
that that can be done before the 12th of Hay? The Question of whether 
the proposed policy will give the defense tine depends on when you. Your 
Honors, decide on the prosecution rebuttal docunents and the nenoranduns 
which we are to hand in. 
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Tha Prosecution has announced that they will take until next Tuesday — 
that is the fourth day—end after that to the fifth day t > hand in 
the rebuttal documents. Sven if ve try wry hard, it will be risible 
f>r us to prepare a proper response and have it translated only hy the 
7th or 8th of Hay. 

New, anoog the affiants there are foreigners — Poles, Frenchman, 
S'V'lishuen. In the interests of the Defense we rmst have on oooortunity 
to cross exauine those affiants. They are not. here In Nuernberg as I 
discovered in a few cases by auestioning the Prosecution. 

Can you tell ce, your Eoacrs, bow it is possible to do Justice to 
the interests of the defendants before the 12th of Hay in answering the 
rebuttal docunents and affidavits? 

THS PB2SIDEST: Certainly, Dr. a elte, the Tribunal is not disposed 
at this tin# to fix any date before which you shall do that, in view of 
the fact that ono of the document h>oks is not yot available to you. Wo 
will survey that situation and undertake to work out sonething thot will 
givo you a reasonable opportunity to oak# your showing with roforonco 
to these docunents before we close the case. But at loast ns to those 
documents which the Prosecution is about to offer now your tine for 
studying those docunents is at least starting on then. It has not 
started on the-others until they at loast are available to you. Ve 
understand that situation. Ve will confer with you and try to be ns 
reasonable as the 1 initotions ctf tine will pernit, with respect to giviiy- 
ycu an opportunity to point out wherein you do not thing these docunents 
are proper rebuttal. And we also know as well ns you the pressure under 
which you are working so far as coonissloners 1 hearings are concerned. 

But this is hardly the tine that we have to face the responsibility of 
oolving that problen. V# will keen it in nind nod confer with you before 
we nako any arbitrary coc^iittcent as to when you oust act. 

MR. SFHBCKLR: kr. ''resident. Just one thing. Your Honors did not 
close off the case of any particular defendant, so far ns I recall, at 
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the tine when it night be said it vould have been convential to do so 
normally, and we hnd thought at the tine that that was principally to 
allow the Defense to put in certain contenporaneons docunents. which they 
were still in search of, because those night fill in certain gapB. As 
a natter of fact, they way it has worked out is that nost of these 
documents have Just been contribution^ to the hundreds of Defense affi¬ 
davits which are already before us, Kov, that puts the Prosecution in a 
very strange situation. In these last days we have hnd nore and nore 
affidavits sutoitted. Obviously we don't have tine to call even a fair 
coupling of these affiants to Eurnberg for cross-exanination, and there¬ 
fore we are always obliged to fall back uoon the first line of defenso 
if the Prosecution—which is conterrporaneous documents. 

Mow, we have tried to aeet a lot of new naterial or new explanations 
offered by the Defense. But costly w have done that by very few docu- 
nents throughout the Defease case, when you ooirwired figures. 

Sow# with respect to the affiants whxi Dr. Nilte nentions, if ho 
will tell us in the next day or two, if he can, which af'ionts ho wnnto, 
v* will aake our best effort to get then here at the earliest possible 
tino and bring then before the Conolssioner, or n second comissionor, 

• THE PRESIDENT: Gentleuen, this natter has boon pretty fairly 
discussed. Ye hove heard very nuch frco you fron both siden as to tho 
difficulties under which you ore laboring. If ve extend this argunent, 

I would be tenpted to tell you sooething about how tho Tribunal foolB 
about its own responsibility, and sane of the problens we have. But 
we will forego that for the tine being. 

If there is nothing further now, the c junsel for the Prosecution noy 
proceed to put in evidence, its rebuttal docunents in its Books 93. 

HR. DUBOIS: I told Hr. Sprecher, I would like to try the new 
systea. 

THE PSESUBT: Very well. 

KR. DUBOIS: HI-15159 on page 7 has already been narked as Prosecution 
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How, beginning on na»;o 1 I will read the HI aunber and then follow 
it with the exhibit nunher: 

HZ-14097, Prosecution Exhibit 2155. 

NI-14099, Prosecution Exhibit 2155. 

HI-15164, Prosecution Exhibit 215*. 

SI-13574, Prosecution Exhibit 2158. 

SI-15163, Prosecution Exhibit 2159. 

HI-15162, Prosecution Exhibit 2160. 

NI-13519, Prosecution Exhibit 2161. 

HI-14104, Prosecution Exhibit 2162. 

HI-14102, Prosecution Exhibit 2163. 

HI-14074, Prosecution Exhibit 2164. 

HI-13529, Prosecution Exhibit 2165. 

. HI-14075, Prosecution Exhibit 2166. 

The d -cunor.ts under the hendin,; "Austria’ are ooitted. 

THE PRESIDE'/!?: Just a nouent. An of those under the heading 
"Austria" — 

MR. DUBOIS: .... are to be ooitted; will not be offered. 

HI-7662, Prosecution Exhibit 2167. 

HI-7648, Prosecution Exhibit 2168. 

H1-10543, Prosecution Exhibit 2169. 

HX-8146-A, Prosecution Exhibit 2170. 

HI-13373, Prosecution Exhibit 2171. 

HI-15136, Prosecution Exhibit 2172. 

HI-15143, Prosecution Exhibit 2173. 

a 

The next tvo docunents are ooitted, SI-15158 olrerdy beln* in 
evidence. 

HI-15155, Prosecution Exhibit 2174. 

HI-15157, Prosecution Exhibit 2175. 

SI-15160, Prosecution Exhibit 2176. 
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Hl»-15137, Prosecution Exhibit 217?,. 

trf-15156, Prosecution Exhibit 2178. 

Iha next document is oaitted. 

HI-14032, Prosecution Exhibit 2179. 

SI-14719, oork that Prosecution Exhibit 2180 for identification ®ly. 

HI—14716, Prosecution Exhibit 2181' identification only. 

■1-14717, Prosecution Exhibit 2182 for identification only. 

N1-14650, Prosecution Exhibit 2183. 

NI—9986, Prosecution Zxhibit 2184. 

SI-9980, Prosecution Exhibit 2185. 

HI-8131, Prosecution Exhibit 2186. 

HI-8120, Prosecution Exhibit 2187. 

HI-8119, Prosecution Exhibit 2188. 

HI-8118, Prosecution Exhibit 2189. 

■ID-9101, Prosecution Exhibit 2190. 

HI-15203, Prosecution Exhibit 2191 for Identification only. 

THE PRESIDEST: Very veil. 

HR, SPRECHER: «r. President; I Just wanted to urke one explanation. 
On page 6 of the index, with resoect to HI-8146-A, which Hr. Dubois 
gave the nunber 2170, that is Prosecution Exhibit 2170, there should bo 
a very short explanation. The principal docunent is already in evidence 
as Prosecution Exhibit 1197, The German copies of Prosecution Exhibit 
1197 had attached to it to the coverlnc letter. By a nechnnicnl innd- 
vertancy in the processing brnnch, the covering letter vns onitted fron 
the Eu;lUh cony and ve didn't discover that until «e checked it up. 

bo, therefore, I Just repeat that rt-osecution Exhibit 2170 is the 
covering letter to Exhibit 1197. 

THE PRESIDES!: Your rararks demonstrate the noces»ity of exceptions 
to rules. 

Dr. Berndt, I believe you wish to coll.a witness at this tine? 

DR. BER2IDT: By accident, hr. President, I learned this noon that 
one of the gentlemen present in decisive negotiations of Parben with 
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ten or fifteen nicutes at the cost, I would he very grateful if I could 
call this witness today. 
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THE PRiSIDEBT: Very veil. 

MR, SP31CHE2: »»r. President, I scan I really nust fceg you to 
give ub a little consideration. This witness happens to he Defense 
counsel Dr* von Rospatt, who has besn sitting in this hearing rooa for 
months. And if Dr. Bercdt or other Defense counsel haven't been informed 
hy these defendants during this tine that *>r. von Rospatt could be called, 
and so that r roaecution could be given the usual notice, there is 
certainly a lack of due dlligenco by somebody, and ve think perhaps in 
this one individual case it is us. 

THE PRESIDE}?!: Counsel, let ae say this. I take it that the purpose 
of that rule with reference to notice is to pernit the opnosing counsel 
to make coue investigation about who the witness is, and deternine what 
his policy nay be with respect to croes-exaninatlon. I think you and 
Dr. Hospatt are well enough acquainted that y*i will be at no disadvantage 
in this instance. This is Just another exception to another rule. 

Dr. Hoopatt, you nay take the witness stand. • 

(DR. HERRICK VOS ROSPaTT, a witness, took the stand and testified 
ss follows): 

THE PRESIDENT: Will you say "I" and state your nano Dr. von Hospatt, 
for the record? 

WITNESS: I, Henrich von Rospatt. 

THE PRESIDENT: And now repeat the oath.. ly God, the 

Alaighty and Ctaniscient, that I will speak the jure truth and will odd 
and withol* nothing. (Witness repeated the oath.) 

Tou may be seated. 

DIRECT ZXAmIKaTIOS 
KESRICB VO” ROSPATT 
BT IS. KRKXT (Counsel for defendant Tor lieer): 

Q, Witness, please give us your full naoe for the record? 

Henrich von Rospatt. 

Q, When were you. born? 
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A* Oa the 18th of Jiafrch, 1903. 

<4m And your residence? 

*. Friedrlchsruhe, Kreis Gehringon. 

Q, Please, very briefly, tell ua soae thing about your career? 

*. After finishing ay legal training, I was given an opportunity 
by Farben to work in Hamburg and London In 1932 and 1933, where I got 
some co aercial training. Subseouently, until 1944 I vao in the legal 
departnent Ityeatuffa and the closest associate of D r# Xueoper. In 1944 
I left 1.0. Farbenindustrie. How, I as a lawyer in Frankfurt on the Main. 

Q. During your work with Farben did you have anything to do with 
the contracts or the preliminary work for the contracts with Francolor? 

A. I worked on the JVancolor contract froa the very beginning 
until 1944. 

Q» Were you o«»r present at negotiations at which Frenchnen wore 
present? 

A . Yes, I attended the conference in July, 1941, representing Dr. 
Xuepper as a Farben lawyer. This wna in Paris and it lasted for oovornl 
days. 

^ *hlch of the defendants was present? 

A. Ik. ter Meer and Dr. Kugler; Dr. von Scfanitjler was ill and 
therefore wno not present. 

Q. Would you please tell oe what the atmosphere was like during 
these negotiations, and nlease distinguish between personal atmosphere 
and technic- . 

A . In the course of my twelve years of work for Farben I attended 
many international negotiations. I can only say that the atmosphere at 
these nogotiationo in Paris was probkbly the most pieosant. The attitude 
of the French partners was not only correct but cordial and almost 
friendly. That did not, however, prevent then, as partners, from fight¬ 
ing very hard for the verious conditions of the contract, so that one hod 
the impression that they were absolutely masters of their own decisions. 
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Q* During this straggle, did the French at one point or anothor 
succeed In asking their opinion prevail? 

A, Yes, In general I had the inpresslon that ve gave in nore than 
the Trenoh did, 

Vnat van the personal attitude of the French? 

A, Also extreaely frank. *or exanple, on one day they invited us 
to a big banquet which was in a very friendly tone, and at the end was 
very gay, and at the end, Z believe, each of us was given o bottle of 
Armognac to take hoae. 

Q. If you have not already indicated it, please tell us, don you 
aeke a comparison between these negotiations with the French and other 
negotiations with other Frenchaen or with other foreigners? 

I think of two coaporlsont. One wes the negotiations in 1938 
with ICI in London for the foundation of the Trafford Park Coapany, \dilch 
has also been mentioned here. During these negotiations I onco attended 
■one dlsausoions in London with ICI nen, extending over oeveral days. 
Although we were certainly at peace at the tine and it was a perfectly 
friendly formation of a company that wan being discussed, the English 
were noticeably reserved and there was no personal social contact, such 
ns h\d existed in Paris with the Francolor men. 

The second example was Just before this discussion in July, 1941, in 
Holland. There, some business acquaintances had great difficulties becauso 
the German occupation authorities were making trouble for them. I went 
there with one of our Vorstand aeabors, RoomerzionTat Walbel, who had 
died In the meantime, to Holland, and we offered that, pro forma, bo 
would become a member of the Aufischtsrat of this coapany in order to 
be ablo to help our business acquaintances. But the- Dutchmen wore so 
afraid of getting the refutation of being collaborators that they not 
only refused our friendly suggestion but personally and socially were 
wry reserved and cool. I was therefore doubly surprised at the atmos¬ 
phere which I found in Paris at the Francolor negotiations. 
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Q. A final question. -hen verg these negotiations in Paris at 
vhich you were present? 

A. As I rteacher, that was in July, 1941. 

^ Did not the participatns go to a suburb of Paris one evening? 

A. Tes, we were in the buburbe in the direction of Versailles, 
a very pretty suburb, a very nice restaurant — I believe it wns colled 
"Bogardie", and it was very gay. 

Q. Van it perhaps so gay that you sang songs—or one song in 

©articular? 

• 

A. Tes; Dr. Ter hear, who , like itself is a cheerful Thinelandar, 
at a leter hour in the evening began to sing student songs, and especially 
the popular song, "In the Voods There Are the Robbers." 

*<% Do you believe that the text of this song can be brought in any 
connection with the events that are being Judged here? 

A. So, certainly not. 

Q. But you know that this song, the text of this song, has boon 
introduced in evidence here by virtue of .a reonrk vhich Dr. Ter Heer 
nnde on a file folder? 

*. In the meeting the next norning Dr. Ter Hear wrote this note 
on the folder. I an sure he was thinking oore of the evening boforo 
than of the negotiations. 

*}. Thank you; I have no further Questions. 

TKZ PEiSIDaJJT: Anything from other counsel for the Defease?.... 

Then the Prosecution any cross exnaine. 

CROSS 2XA-4IEATI0S 
DR. K2HRICE VOS ROSPATT, Resumed 

BY MR. SPRiCKEft: 

Q, Dr. von Rospatt, as a tost of y<xir nooory, do you ronenber the 
first time when you cane into ^ office in this building no c representative 
of Defense Counsel? . » 


A. Yes. 
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Q. ‘"’hen was that? 

* mW 

fl . I believe that was In Kay or June of laet year. 

Q. *nd what is your position with the Defense counsel now? 

A. I oa Deputy Defense Counsel for the defendant Professor Krauch. 

'<• And you have held that position since shortly after tho 
lndlctaent was issued in this case? , 

A. No, at first I was Deputy Defense Counsel for Dr. Kugler. 

Nov, do you recall the neaee of the leading Fronchnen who wore 
present at the July 1941 conference, that is who were present when you 
were present? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Who were they? 

A. One Mr. Frossard, and I believe his brother too, and Mr. Duchemin. 
I believe that at this banquet hr. Ducheain %«s sitting next to ns. 

Q. Did Frossard or Ducheain at that tine aentlon to you. Dr. von 
"ospatt, that they had been having difficulties In getting tho Fronch 
dyestuffo business going because the Ceraan Military Covernaent was 
ioposoible certain restrictions on the French businesses? 

A. No. 

% 

W, Did any of the gentlocon—either tho two Frossnrdc or Ducheain— 
aontion to you at that tine that in the first ceeting, in Sovenbor 1940, 
at Wiesbaden, that Ducheain had expressed the denand of Dr. von Schnitsler, 
or the proposal of Dr. von Schnitzler, ns being a dictate rather than a 
proposal? 

A. No. 

MR. SrRECHZR: Ho further Questions. 

THE PRESIDENT: Ary other Questions of this defendant? 

DR. BBUDf: No further questions. 

THE PRESIDENT: You are excused. (Witness excused). 
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DR. BUNDF: Mr. Prisidsnt, my I ask that Dr. t-r M»sr, rjsuna 
ths witnjss 3 tarxl? 

Q* Dr* 1st as go on to production in Francolm*. This morning y>u 
scid that baf^ri th» contract was concluded, Pwnoolnr cooperation had airjady 
axistid bitwsan Farb n and Prtncnlnr. dkt did you m en by that? 

A. In th* spring of 191*1, if -1 ran mb r correctly in Uirch, 

I madi Dr. .. ink na "f ny b=st dyestuffs ocpirts available, in ord.r to work 
with thi «xptrta of Frmcolnr, - what was lat r Franeolor, - and to 
inv atigr.ti h-w w« c uld b*tt r iapl«y th»si factviis. 

Thi first practical sug^wtion was d-ubtl>ss an Tdir giv n by 

4 

OjBany t-» thi F r nch fcct-Tiis for th* pr ductin which they wir* pro¬ 
ducing, - that is thi dy.stuffs. I w-Vt g* int this in any »*r* d.tail 
for Dr. Sitoo-a intr-ducd s a. docun-nta this m rning. In July, I 9 I 1 I, 
n, got th j appr-vcl >f thi R dch Offici fr c h unis try to purchas# 0 lcrgi 
supply >f dyistuffs fr m Frcnc^l-T, and in Jun* thi first ord.r was glvui by 
Farb n. 

Q. In thicr-ss- *xaninati-vi of Dr. Ambr^s, w» h»ard s«*&» things 
ahut transf it -f dlr%ct and indir ct .hrnr.cht rdira fr«n 0 many to 
Fnnch fact- riis. !<ir» this* Pr-nch faet‘'ri»s primrily ric<v>v*rtid t> such 
'.uhrmncht pr-xiuctin? 

A. Bo, c .rtainly not. Thi Fr.r.c I t fact rias nmained dyjstuffs 
fact-riis principally, «v.n during th* xr. In 19l*l to 19UJ, c 
dyjstuffs pr xlucti n anuntid to U,70C ? U,500 and 5,900 t-ns raspactiv fly. 

Th» CTTisp nding figur.s for the tiXtila auxiliaries which fall int* th* 
dy .stuffa fiild in 300, U 00 and 2000 , and f*r rganic int :rra.di; t»s, whish 
ov.rwh.ln-d thi dyj-etuffs and t Jttil.s cuxiliarljs, 17,000, 18,000 , 

and 22 , 000 . 

Thi finish»d dysstuf r s r Kin .d in P.anc*, that is, 95 P^rc mt 'f 

thaa r-.mr.inid in France, t in ths ixp^rt c untri is of Frcncol^r. This is 

sh wn by an affidavit f Ik. Loehr which was intr-xiucsd this arrairg. In 

I 

thi sani affidavit it is shwr. t^hat Frrb-.n incr-asingly supplied Franc'lnr 
with high gradi int •rn»ii«t ! s in '* r d.r to pr'ua-tJ its dyjstuffs production. 
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Full occupyti n with dy=stuffs d^uld not bs achisved, it is trua, sine* all 
raw mat .rials, acids, alkalis, chl^rinaj b-nzina, and naphathalin.* van 
r^ti 'n*d acc rding to G man regulations, but In G.racny inn, th*r* wi.s no 
full -ccupati >n in th* dywtuffs fi*ld any 1 ng r. 

I bali*v» that any-na fiailiar with th* circuasUncjs must bs 
ast nishsi that it was pissiblj cnt-inu* Franc^lor's dyjstuffs pr<-ducti n 
at such a r dr.tiv-.ly high level. 

Q. T hia b rning y ti said that F.-rb.n wanted to assign nan products 
to Franc 'l r. C.-n y u giv. rss any furthir inf TBCti n ab ut that. 

A. This was a spacial task *«f th* C-mitta Ttchniqu* which was a *t 
up in Franc >1 r. This cwaaitt.* c nsistid f 3 Fr-.nch and 3 German tichnical 
ncpirts, and not und r th* Chrirsmship of Mr. Frossard. I also ask id Dr. 
Ambry'S to att ind th»s* niitings -tj •'ccasi n, and I nys-If w. a th*r* a fjw 
tints. 

Dr. <• «k, has givm an a ffid.- wit ab ut this t *chnical c->llab rati n. 
That is D cun.nt 72 t .r M**r in *-'k 3, Exhibit 2U7. I shall n*t go into 
d.tail h.r.. I sh uld mr ly lik* to asphaalxi that Just as tha German 
g.ntltnm wait t> Franc* and xnsp.-cted th* f-ct ri »s and attended c*nf .r*ncis 
and gav» rdvic*, a rdntivily larg* nunb r f th*r n*n in th* dywtuffs fiild 
. r i—a -~th.r plants w.nt to Franc*, and *n th» th«r hand technical commissi ns 
and individuals.fr « Fr- nc-'l^r w,nt t« s*» ur 0 manC ct-ri ?s, and a rnttimw 
sp.nt days th-r. c nsulting with th* ncp.-rta. In this fiild .*f th* vari us 
organic products, th.r. was c nsidercbl* succ >ss ala-* in incr*a.sing 
pr^ducti n. Thus th* product! -n of synth *tic tanning ; gents ar^s* fr'm 
2C0 t ns in 19U1 t' r.ppr xisz t ily 1000 t-na in *143. Th-* chemicals for 
rubber g- 'ds fact ri>s incr .as xi fr-wa SCO to 1,100 t-'ns. Thj pi. sties, 
artificial r.sins, .tc., incr-assd fr-a 300 t > U,100 t-ns. In this 8sct>r 
cl-ni it *r.s p ssibl; t* aln-st duble th* farmers p -ac?tiitxj pr-viucti-n -f 
th* F.-rnc-lT fret ri;s. 

k. Nbr.t r.b'ut ths so-ccllsd .tihroacht r quir-ja=nts? 

A. Is th* 1 ng run it was simply lap ssibls in vi*w of tha • . o ; 

1303? 


30 April - A-LU-20-3-St iwart (Int. v<*» Sch n) 

C urt VI - Case VI 

existing r .strict! no, Th. same rule is valid in G mcny applied als^ in 
France t- or dues - nly dyestuffs, textiles, auxiliari -3 and similar purely 
p acetimi pr ducts in th* Franc-*1 -t fact'ri-.s. Owiquintly, in 19^2, 
negtir.ti ns bigan, ab ut which Dr. Aabr'S was cr-ss-examined. A program 
f’r a '-call*! dir ct and indirect •< thmacht r x;uar >n-nts had to be s-t up. 
Actually, this in n' ccs. n ant gunp'ntfr, *x?l sives or poison gas. bhr.t 
was produced was prad-r stabiliser such as centralit - t diph>nylardn!, and 
also ra nnitr > naphthaline, a fully tv rcl as pr .limirvry product. All 'f 
these w*r. s >nt t * G raeny f«r furth-r pr c easing. It nev r occurr ed t~ us 
t-' expect 'ur Fr nch c 'lleagu *s to produce military products, potsd-r, 

»xploaiv s r p'ia n gas. I am n«t just saying th t. I can frov. what w» 
did in tins r -g.rd, .and I can cit* th. St. Clair du Rh me factories in 19U2, 
when Dr. *rebr s and I w.r» sh wn c a--d rn plant built by th. Fr.nch for th. 
prducti n * expl^siv s. This plant wrs n t parting. Of coursew. O-'Uld 
hav» r.prt d thrt t' the miUry authorities and wa c-'uld have suggested 
th t .xpl'SiwiS b« pr duced than. did n t d' so dellb :rct ily. It navo- 
occurred t' us bicaua. w* c'uld nvr.r hav «xp.ct d our French friends t" 

do that. 

The jxt<nt -f producti-n of the s'-called direct W.ihmacht supplies, 
c.ntralit., diphmylaaine, itc, was very slight. I can th-.r for. fully 
c nfirm f r ays If t what Dr. Aobrog » r .id tint this was c s-Tt of wind'w- 
dr.asing. dy this n^sur. wa -btrinad for th. Franc"lor fr.ctrias c c irtcin 
juatific-ti n f r their exist me e, -r the appcranc. that it was necessary 
l r c rntinui th. pr ducti-n during war tin.. If th--1 had n-«tbn done, the 
Franc It plr-nt might tr.v* bam clos .d d~*n and the work-rs would have been 
S:nt "T>r to G rnany. This was pr.v-.ntd by thi st .pa which wa t^k, and 
as f r tha indir-ct Wihnrxht r.quir manta, these'wer. pur ly peacetime pro¬ 
ducts such as in part had already bem pr duc d in pscc-stiae by Franc It 
fcctri.s. Rapid ccc slaWs and chemicals fr,tha rubbx industry, also 
plastics, adh-siv-s, ,tc. Hr* again th r . is c play o n words, because 
aft r all, ev-ry peacetime product becomes an indir-.ct ...hraacht requiran-mt 
- j»« dy.stuffs. 
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Q. v <hut pr -p rti-n -f Frond'Ws -sr ducti'n w,nt to G-mruiy? 
a. By fcr th* nej- rity -f Frrjic 1 r*s prxiucti-n r nminsd in 
Francs. As ng th, d cus,nts, - th, affidavits which m to bs intr >duc d 
which hr.v* nt b;in aini*>gr:.?h =d y.t, th,r* is ns by Dr. L-shr c <nfirming 
th* figur-3 chit I hr.v, just giv^r. cb ut dy«stuf s pr^ucti-n crxi sn< -th** 
tyoj f jp -ducts in thi ysors 15l*l t«» 1$!*3. Acc -rding to this affidavit 

M • | 

of Dr. L «hn, wh me4i a rspn-t in 15*6 V- ths -nvric; n’cuth-riti ,3 ;b ut this 
in 19«2, 13 P’r cmtj in 19U3, 18 p-r c*nt f th, t -tel pr xluctl-n w-nt to 
C.nncny. S7 T 82 pa* csnt of Frr.ncoWs pr ducti n.thsr ,f«.r, r .main,d in 
Fr*nci, B.lgiun, Spcin end F rtugol; a-call-d dir ct /.,hra:cht rsquirmsnta 
g--ing t• 0 raun co unt d in 15*2 to Isss then 5 p-r csnt ->f th* total pro¬ 
duct! n f Frcnc 1 r. This, r.s I sey, did n t lnclud, n« kil-grea of gun - 
P , ' wt r, Axpl sir a r p li n ps. 

THE FS^IDWiri Dr. B-rndt w* will tck« ur r->c,ss it this tim*. 

(Tribune! in Rksss until 1515 h urs.) 
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THE UARSilAL: Tho Tribunal is again in sossion. 

Diaa^T EZAIffilATIOH (Continued) 

Si DR. B3RHDT: 

Q. Dr. Tor Ibor, nay I ask you vhethor you made availablo chemical 
nachinery to tho plants of tho Francolor? 

A. Yes, For inotanco, to the factory at Villorj St. Paul we nado 
availablo a very moderate aggregate for'tho production of formaldehyde, 
vMch is a preliminary product for synthetics. This has boon shown by 
Aobros Exhibit 173, in Aabros Book Mo. VIII. Apert from that, to suppliod 
important spare parts to tho Francolor plants, which wuro no longer avail- 
abl- in Franco, end special parts from th- synthetic Vlndur. That is shorn* 
by tho Won!: affidavit. Tor lijor Exhibit 21*7, in Dook III. 

Q. You know that on tho 28th of April l?i*7 you mode an affidavit 
which you brawled to tho Prosecution, nhich dealt particularly with tho 
preliminary history of tho Francolor Agrecuent. This is Prosecution's 
Exhibit 1257, which is to bo found in Book 50, or. •.’ago 123 of tho English, 
and Pago 121; of tho Goman. I know many of your other affidavits. If I 
new compare tills affidavit with tho othors that you have made I notico 
that this affidavit about Francolor is aado in a very vague form, I would 
call it. And for tliat roason, I want to ask you uhotner you have any 
remarks to nalco about that affidavit, 

A. Yos* Tho affidavit was dictated by Ur. Henman, and after I nado ' 
a few corrections I finally signed it* It was to bo supplcnwntod b>' 
another affidavit about tho Francolor Agreement, but such an affidavit 
was never propounded bcoauso tho draft, nhich again nas dictated by 
Mr, Homan, did not bring about ay opinion in tho tray I wanted it to 
become apparent. As a result, I then drew up ny own report, which went 
in as my Do cu ment 71, Exhibit -Jo. 2l*6, in Book III, Prosecution's Exhibit 
1257. I must oay first about this, that the preliminary history of the 
Francolor Agrc.eiq.nt is not known to me from own recollection at all. 

That is because I didn't participate in the first confercncos in 19l*0, 
or I was only participating on tho fringo of thoso negotiations, so to 
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spook, I did participate in a few meetings of tho Canaercial Cwmittoo 
and of the Zyestuffs Cocaittco, and Ur, von Scknitzlcr probably informed 
oo about it generally, but I didn't participate in tho preliminary 
conferences with tho Anaistico Cceniasion, or, if at all, thun only 
or.co, as far os I rcacabor, when people free the Armistice Consaission 

a 

in Wiesbaden visited our Hocchst plant, and when they subsequontly ate 
lunch in our casino Grucnoburgplatz in’ Frankfurt. In 19l0 I wasn't in 
Paris a single tino, and I didn't discuss this affair with tho Berlin 
government ago.icios oithor. In tho beginning the initiative ras all 
taken by tho coceercial pooplo. That is the reason why, in this affidavit, 
I always used such expressions such as "I would assure," or "according 
to ny fooling I rould say," or I said, "I believe I rononbor," or I said 
"I can't reraaaber dotails," and so on; and chat lias been correctly stated 
ty Hr. Newman. As you Imer.r, that doosn't correspond to ny naturo at all. 

Q. Do you want to correct that affidavit in any way? 

A. No. The affidavit isn't incorrect, as such, for tho reasons I 
havo montionod. ’ It has Just boon made out in a very vaguo fora. It 
contains acao clistortod oxprossices. For instance, if it says" tho 
negotiations with tho French become gradually noro friendly," qy own 
expression that I ehoso, and, again, as I cay today, is "tho negotiations 
with tho French beenno very friendly." In qy opinion one should uoro 
or less disregard tlds affidavit. I merely want to point out two things; 

Tho definition of tho claia for leadership that is rondored in ny 
affidavit is incorrect; I wasn't able to overlook that properly at tho 
tino, for I lied no documents. I had "The claia for leadership is 
probably what was later realized in the Francolor Agreement." That is 
incorrect bccauso the claia for leadership, as it was presented during 
the mooting in TJicabadcn, confined itself qritu clearly to dyostuffs 
Intermediates and toxtilo auxiliaries. Tho FToncolcr Agreement, thon, 
was core extensive. 

Secondly, I want to clarify on Page 1 of ny affidavit. Exhibit 1257, 
at tho end of t-ic second long paragraph, whero I nontion tho neraorandum 
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and internal report of Dr. Kugler. That was a report about the devoloixscnt 
of the dyostuffa production in France up to tho so-called "Callus Contract, 11 
and up to the time utan Far ben suffered this injustice, in our opinion. 

It isn't a report about Kugler'a and Terhnar's conferences in Paris, 

• 

which was shorra to nc 4n cross-examination as Prosecution's Exhibit 1886, 
Froa what period on did you ccwicorr. yours alf with tho Francolor 
affair more intensively? ' 

A. I would say that was tho ease fron October 1910 on, whon, in 
order to proporo tho imLnont conforonco in 7fc.csbc.d-n, wo had internal 
Consultations, Thus, I definitely participate*; in tho mooting in Frank¬ 
furt, about which iir. Knopper testified as a wit#*. "hen ho pointod to 
Prosocution's 'bdv.bit 1885, in Book 57, and when he was oxnnlnod about 
it during cross-examination, That is tho ncoting about which tho samo 
witnosa tostified that at tho beginning I was stivnfcAy opposed to this 
51* participation, TThen in tho Uicsbadon conforonoo, on tho second cky 
of tho confcronoo, in tho absonco of the governnont rciprosontativca, tlic 
stato of affairs bocoao more clear, I ccwaissionod ay a#sociatc. Dr, 
ieohr, to work out tho technical aspect of tho oontract. Dr. Loohr 
doocribos that in his affidavit, ay Exhibit 275, in Tor aror, Book No. 

111 . to sngfostod to no at tho tino, os a sample for tho technical 
collaboration with Francolor, that tho contraot should bo toKV*n aa a 

basis which ;rc concluded in 1938 with the I.C.I. about tho Joiibt 

I 

construction of dyestuffs plants in England. ITo founded tho Trrvtfford 
Chemical Company, togothor with I.C.I., in that country, lho problems 
were very similar in both cases, Francolor and Vi-afford, bocauso ir.l both 
ease3 transmittal and transfer of our valuable know-how in the dye¬ 
stuffs field was provided for, as troll as collaboration in other chenn cal 

• 

production fields. In connection with tho ITicsbadcn conferences, I thoTJ 
participated in the ceding in Paris and currently worked on tho point 

of the contract under tho technical aspect of tho agreement. 

• , 

Q. Did you issue instructions at ary tiao, either in 19l0 or at a 


later time. 
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A. Ho. By no aeans. On the contrary, I claim that here I acted 


very correctly, and in a fair business Banner, just ao I did In the cases 
of all othernegotiations. 

Q. On the first d*y of tho Vioahaden conferences you were presont. 
According to your own testimony, d-oring that conference to tho Ambassador 
Heanen took a very decided point of view, and th?t cade a corresponding 

f 

impression upon tho franco gontloeen. What was your personal recollection 
to this first Viesbadon negotiation? 

A. Dr. Borndt, wo didn't know what tono Mr. Ho&ncr. would uso in 
that coinference, and I can certannly say for rayself and also for tho 
othor gentleaor. of Farbon, that we wero very unplo.-santly surprised about 
tho hcxshncao of his tono. Wo wore very glad when wo could ncgotlato 
on tho noxt day, in tho absonco of tho govornaont roprosontativos, and 
discuss private industrial Batters. 

H. Later tho negotiations took place in Paris. What wns tho chanxc- 

tor of thoso conforoncos which woro conductod in Paris? 

• • 

A. In my recollection, in January of 194l t tho atmoophoro of tho 
negotiations was conplotoly corroct and noraal. As is customary botwem 
businoss pooplo, tho negotiations woro conducted in a vory off-hand nannor; 
ovorybody oaprossed his opinion, ar.i in tho further courso of tho ne¬ 
gotiation* an extrcsoly friondly atmoephoro was prevailing. Evoryono 
roprosontodhis own intorost of courso, but in a vory friondly nannor. 

Thcro was on invitation of tho French gentloaon at every conforcmco in 
Parris to toko port in a Joint lunch, when wo again tulkod to oach othor 
in tho most friendly nannor. 

V. Thon, tho francolor Contract could not bo called "dictation of 


Farbon?" 


A. Certainly notj At no tiao was thero over any pro-nrraigcd 
or rondy-nado plan, which **o wanted to puahthrough under all circum- 
stmcoc. It vro vory illustrative that in cross-examination of Ik. 
Zuglor tho Prosecution offered a few documents which show that in Juno 
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thoso negotiations brought new points ell tho time from ono sido 
or tho ether side. Ill of tho contract, as is customary in sueh no_ 
gotistions, and as was done in the caso of cany othor negotintiona 
with other large foroign eoncorns, won discassod botwoen important 
pcoplo on both aides, paragraph for paragraph. Everybody exprosood 
his opinion. Sometimes ono side had to concode a point; sometimes 
tho othor oldo concodod; and thus, finally, tho finiohod vorelon woo 
arrived at, 

Q. Another question now; 7ho Prosecution offorod a few roporta 
from 1940, from which thoy want to tako it from certain etatenents that 
a pressure wea to bo oxortod upon tho Fronch partnoro in tho negoti¬ 
ations, How do you look at thoso reports? 

A. I havo already atatod before that I did not ianuo any rogul 
lntiene or instructions for tho oxertion of any prooauro. If wo had 
wantod to oxort an offoctivo prosouro upon tho Fronch, thon it would havo 
boon ploufliblo to think of tho years 1919 and 1933, whon gontlomon 
from thoso firms appeared in Fronch uniform in our Gorman plants, otudiod 
our procossoa, confiscated our etocfc-pllos, otc. It would havo boon 
vory slmplo to aond dyootuffs tochnicnl con of Farton, also in uniform, 
into tho Fronch plants, at a tlso whon only Uorthorn Franco wao occuplod, 
and to look around for stcck-piloa, eachlnory, otc. I boliovo that would 
h*vo boon a very offoctivo proasuro upon thoso poraona, who, in 1919 
end 1923, undortook such mopauros in German plants. 

Ik. Bcrndt, I can toll you that I didn't ovon think about mythlng 
liko that. Hono of ay dycotuffc technicians visitod any ono of thoso 
plants of Francolor beforo tho 25th of March 1941. loo, tho 25th of 
Merch, 1941. And this first contact of tho toctaicel people from Gor- 
many with tho pocplc from tho Francolor plants took place upon prior 
arrengccont wi-th tho Fronch. Those wero tho confer on cob whon tho ship¬ 
ments of Pronch dyestuffs to Gcrmwiy for keeping tho French factories 
working was disaussed, end whon the evaluation of the plants was startod 
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In Tiow of the contract to he concluded. For tho rost, during my 
cross-examination , I alroady stated that I aa not of tho opinion that 
the indications resulting fron various passages froa the reports about 
proseuro otc. had any significance. Significant was only tho entiro 
situation, as it prertmtoditsolf in Prance aftor tho entry of Gorman 
troops. Sinco I have llTCd in northern Franco for threo yoars and know 
conditions oxtremely woll, and sinco I know tho country, its pooplo, 
and its language Tory woll, I may perhaps bo permit tod to acy sonothing 
that I know Tory woll. Lot's tako, for lnstanco, tho coal situation. 

In pcacotino Franco novor had enough a>al, not OTon today. Frtaco 
always had to import cool from England; rod in tho wostorn citlor on 
tho coast, and thoso oituatod along tho Soine BItot, and also in B’rio 
somo British coal was always usod. Franco always imported Gorman ceko 
bocauco tho French coal minoo woro not adoqunto in production to cortr 
tho Fronch requirements. Bocauso of tho adranco of tho Gorman nrmion, 
or, to put it bottor, bocauso of tho withdrawal of tho Fronch armioo, 
tho ontiro Fronch traffic linos had boon destroyed, and tho coal ninos 
in H-rthom Franco which fumishod coal to Paris, had also bocn doo- 
troyod, or cothor thoy hod boon lnundntod — floodod. Thoro wr.s too 
ouch wator In thoso minos, and thoy had to bo pumpod out for mnny 
months and put back into peration. 
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That took Tory lohg. nhen in January of 19lil I como to Paris tho 
majority of plants rare still dosed down. Apart from tho hotels, 
offices and restaurants used by the Goman agencies, not a single house 
in Paris was heated and tho saco picture prosentod itsolf to ai in Germany 
in tho winter of 19U5 to 19U6. I rcaoabor very woll a conversation which 
I had in the spring of 19U1, I don't know tho oonth exactly any more, with 
tho oxport consultant for chemical industry of tho German military 
administration in Paris, a nan by tho nano of Dr. Kolb. U. Prossard 
had asked no to go thoro with him and intervene on behalf of a coal 
allocation for his plant Villurs St. Paul. Dr. Kolb had called in tho 
offlcid xvspoiisiblo for cool allocation from the adlitaxy administration 
and that gentlemen listened to tho vivid ccnplcints that II. Frossord 
prosonted and which I supported aid ho then presented to us his coal 
distribution plan. Tilth tho aid of this plan ho shomed that the plant 
Villurs St. Paul had received tho amount of coal evory month to which it 
was entitled, an amount which was not sufficient bocauso of tho prevailing 
circumstances and tho official rosponsiblo for cool distribution oxplainod 
to us vory abruptly that ho wouldn't givo us a slnglo ton of coal in 
addition bocauso ho Just didn't havo any more, i/o had to loavo without 
accomplishing our purposo. As far os I roucabor tho plant Villors St. 

Paul by tho ray was not shut d urn in tlio wintor of 19Ul/l9fc2. Tho plant 
St. Donis, it is truo, tics shut down bocauso it was in Paris itsolf and 
thoroforo was taken core of even loss than Villors St. Paul which is 
situated llorth of Peris. 

Q. Vory well. In order to establish ccuploto clarity about tho 
Franco lor contrr.ot I want to ask you tho following question. Aro you of 
tho opinion that tho contract would have been concluded ovon if tho 
government agencies had not- intervened in any way and if the negotiations 
have boon concluded on a puroly private industrial basis? 

A. Yes, I am of that opinion. I have already mentioned that tho 
situation of tho French dyo stuffs industry before tho beginning of the 
war was very difficult. The events of the war and the political conqcquoncos 
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thoroof caused tho JVo.noh to suffer lossos in sales, If one only thinks 
of the re naval of the Lorraino and Northern France, laix* textile areas, 
which all noed dyo stuffs. Added to that there would have ccno about 
lossos In export, llobody could know at tho tire how tho ra* would end. 

I am firnly convinced that those reasons and nany other reasons would 
havo notivatod tho French gentlocon to 'seek an agrccaont witl» Farbon in 
sooc nay or other. TJhat I cannot say of ccurso is whether th$ eontraot 
thon would havo lo oted tho sane way, but along tho samo general linos, it 
would have looked tho scao way. I want to conXixa ry opinion b^ a 
ruforOncc. Haaoly, that tho Francolor eontraot was by no noans unusual. 

Tho Callus eontraot concludod in 1921, which assured us participation of 
ono-half of tho profits for a poriod of forty-five years, pointed fcLong 
tho samo way. In Italy there wore two large dyo stuffs plants. In fcoth 
of then, we wore tho owners together with the wcll-lcnotm Italian firm v>f 
ItootecatLni. In ono of thon tho lion to ca tint concern had 51* and wo I*9*y 
aod^kjutbo other wo had 51$ and liontoce* Ini 5UI. This arrangonont was 
ea d p I ft rTtaly upon instruction of tho government. /iftor tho collapso 
of -Lho-iargo Italian dyo stuffs plants tho covomaont told tho limtooatlni 
enterprises “Ho ill poroit you to toko over this fira only if you got 
together-with tho pooplo in tho world who understand sonothing about dyo 
stuffy business and that is tho Germans." 

Q. lou also had oertain participations in England and America. How 
about then? 

A. Tho Trafford Park agroeaent which lias boon ropoatodly oontionod 
provided for a Farbon participation, of 1*9*, ICI had 51*. In Spain thoro 
was a-sinilar arrangonont, a snallcr entorpriso, however, and finally, there 
was.lhn-sanc thing in Aoorico at tho tino. I bcliovo I have alroady stated 
that-tho Grasolli dyo stuffs corporation originally had belonged to tho 
Grasolli Chcai c al CorporaUon to 100% and that Farbon was offered a 
participation of $0*, bocauso Farbon, in turn, cntcrod into an obligation 
of tuxing over their knotr-how in tho dyo stuffs fiold to the Americans 
which they did not havo. 


W7 
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30 Apr U8-2U—3—onard (Katz) 

Q. You and your oo-dafcndants are charged in tho indie toe nt with 
various things. I want to go through it with you. The first chargo, 
according to which you had aryanised plants, 

A. I don't lmoa what tho prosocution wants to refer to by pointing 
out this Aryanization in the Francolor question. I an porfoctly ignorant 
of the fact whether or not there were any non-Aryan workers or employeos 
employed in tho Francolor plants. If it had been the case we certainly 
wouldn't have worried about it, I don't know either that German government 
agencies undertook any steps about this affair. 

Q. Another’charge is that you had brought French expert workers to 

\ 

Germany. 

A. Dr. Aabros has already nade detail statements, about that. I 
refor to his documents offered ty him in Book 0, Exhibits 101 through 

9 

190. It was the French theasolvos who asked us to transfer employees and 
workers from their plants to Far bon plants. In the boginning these wore 
voluntary workers under tho so-called Releve. That is to say, juvenilo 
French workers l/ent to Go many voluntarily in order to liberate married 
Fronch prisoners of war. Later on, all of French industry on tho basis 
of arrangements botnocn the two governments, had to make available manpowor 
in a cortain proportion and that also appliod to Francolor. They had .to 
supply a cooperatively small number of people and in that caso U. Frossard 
attached importance in having these people cocao to us. 

Q. It is thirdly contended that you had dismantled special machinoxy 
in France and brought to Germany. 

A. That was never done, 

Q. Then you are further charged with havii^ transformed tho Frenoh 
factories into armaments plants. 

A. 1 have alroady made very detailed statements about that charge. 
There can be no discussion about having transferred the Francolor plants 
into armaments plants. 

Q. In the trial brief it is stated that the ilazi government had 
confiscated the dyo stuffs plant Villcrs St. Paul. Is that correct at all? 
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A. You aro t h i n ki n g of Prosecution's S^-ibit lZfeO in Beok 75? 


A. Dr. Xuglor has already nado statements about that yesterday when 


he said that that was a sort of off-liaits sign. I heard about this affair 


for tho first tine through the presentations of the docuaonts of the 


prosecution and of courso I an not ccsnpctont to say what this exhibit 


with it at all. The fact that such off Units wore used by the Gonaan 


bo protected against confiscation by troop units that moved through those 


towns 


Q. The indictment further contends that Farbon had acquired frern 


the Ooraan government a dye stuffs plant located in ttuolhauson and belonging 
to tho Xuhlmonn enterprise without approval of tho Fronch owners and 


without paying then anything. Mould you ploaso express your opinion about 


that? 


A. I want to say first that thoso two iluolhauson factories were 


repeatedly discussed with the French gentlemen during tho negotiations 
Both of theso 22uoliiauson factories bo longed to the Fronch group which 


entered into tho cartel agrocaont together with us and tho Swiss. Ono 


of theso two plants had rovorted to Swiss possession, that is tho owner 


had bocomo a Swiss and we acquired one-half of tho shares and that's 


an affair with wiiioh tho prosecution doesn't charga Farbon. Tho plant 
which belonged to tho French group had been confiscated as Fronch property 
by tho chief of tho oivilian administration in Alsaco. On tho 8th of iiay 
19Ul, Farbon conducted a lease contract with tho ooenissar administrator 
of that plant when ti*oy entered into an obligation of taking over and 
keeping employees and workers fomerly employed in that plant. This lease 
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30 Apr Ji8-2li-5-A-A^-Iconard (Safes) 

anything to tho forcer French owners but we did arrango with the 
Francolor peoplo that after the conclusion of the peace treaty we would 
talk about this affair with then. I know that IV. Frossard and H. 
Duchcnin, under tho existing circisastances, wolccaod this temporary 
solution very ouch bcoauso thoir plants thus cano under our guardianship 
and thus wo tool: care of thoir old employees. I always regarded tho 
acquisition as such and I was conplotoly in ay orient with Ur. von 
Schnitzlor, naaoly that wo would carry over this plant belonging ito-the 
Fronch dyo stuffs group until tho war was over and after tho pjaco trooty 
had boon concluded wo would cake a final and definite arrangement. That 
was tho sense in which Farbon took caro of this plant. Details aro to bo 
found in Dr. Schnoll's affidavit. Exhibit Tor Ltocr 2hh. 
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Q Did you havo anything to do w ith the acquisition of tho 
oxygon plants located ir AJcaco Lorraine? 

A Ho. As Hr. Jaehno has already stated, tho acquisition was 
undortakon by tho chonicals department and by tho Goraan Lindo Company, 
by tho la to Hr. TIobor-Andreao. I didn't’ concern oysolf about it at all 
and wasn't askod about it pa rticularly. 

• M § 

Q Dr. Tor Uoor, did you participate in tho negotiations about 

• • * > « | 

Rhono-Poulonc in any way? 

A Ho, I didn't participate in any of thoso negotiations, 

Q About tho Rhono-Poulonc quostion can you nako any significant 
oonnont? 

A I have already pointed out that around tho summor of 19l»l wo 
began to nogotinto with Rhono-Poulonc because at that time tho French 
0 ovorrnent va ntod to construct a Buna factory in tho Southom port of 
Franco in tho unoccupiod port of Franco. On tho basis of negotiations 
and conforonccs with tho French Govormont which I do not know a Fronch 
Croup had Boon foraod froo tho two firas Rhonb-Poulonc and Eloctrochomio 
for thi* purposo. As far os I know, tho initial conforoncos took placo 
with M. Buisson of tho Rhono-Poulono fina in tho sinner of 19bl. Thon 
thoro followod various technical discussions in tho autumn of 19l*l in 
which Hr. Anbros and I participated and than in Fobruary 19b2 wo wont 
to Southom Franco in aider to ins poet the location which tho two Fronoh 
fina had providod for tho construction of tho Buna factory in tho 
Rhone Valloy. Another part of the plant iras to bo set up in Lyon. At 
that occasion wo wore tog other for days with Hr. Orillot and Ur, Boaux 
of Rhono-Poulonc. I can say that thoso negotiations wore conducted in 
tho most friondly manor and that subsequently in Lyon Mr. Beaux had 
the idea of establishing a' collaboration between Farbon and Rhono-Poulono 
in tho nylon field which suggestion was accepted by Ur. Anbros and thon 
ca rried out. I don't know if that is what you want to know from mo. 

Q I merely wanted to ask you whether you could tell ne anything 
noticoablo or significant about Rhono-Poulonc and I think what you said 
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was worthy of note. 

* 

May I correct for the record that you made a mistake before. 
Dr. Tor Ifcor. The affidavit of Dr. Schnoll is Tor Iteer Document 7U 
in Book 3 and bears Exhibit # 21*9. 

lir. President, that would conclude Dr. Tor Ifcer's examination 

9 • 4 0 

regarding Prance. 
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30 A-ir il-A-JP-26-1-Schwab (int, Satr) 

Court VI Casa VI 

On the I7th of February, 1948, Dr. tar >4ear vas already asked 
during cross-examination by «r. Sprecher of the Prosecution, and I 
belijvo that I still have the right to ask Dr. tar Meer now a few 
questions about that cross examination then* Altogether I have five 
questions and the question now arises as to whether I should ask these 
questions now, or whether I should postpone then until after the cross- 
examination of the Prosecution has been completed. 

THS PBiSIDEBl: That is nor highly important, but X'believe it would 
be core orderly. Dr. Berndt, if you would conduct all your redirect 
examination all together. Permit the prosecution to cross-examine, and 
then have your re-direct cover the jK-evious testimony as wall ns that 
now. 

I». BEKIDTs <-»e,Hr. President. I would then hnvo to interrogate 
»r. ter M-~ r about the Polish problen. I know, however, that ny oolleaguo, 
IV. Sionora, has a few questions about the Frnncolor problen to ask 
n T , ter Hear, and I believe it would nake for a core exact and unders¬ 
tandable examination if Ik. Sioners would ask theso questions now, 
before I start on Poland. But T ask for your decision. Tour Honors. 

THE ffiASIDLHT: That is ontiroly satisfactory, if it is ogreoablo 
with Dr. Si oner a?.... e Very well. 

BY m. SEKFSS: 

Q. Dr. ter hear, in your examination you stated that you participated 
in the negotiations conducted between Farben and the French gentlemen <• 
untU the Frnncolor agreenent was concluded. In cost cases, or always, 
did you participate in those negotiations conducted between Farben 
and the French people before the war, or between Farben and other 
foreign people, for instance, Swiss, or people frcn ICI? 

A. Do you aeon* the negotiations of the so-called dyestuffs cartel...? 
fes, I did participate in these negotiations approximately beginning 
with 1933. These negotiations took place every three nonths, and a 
large number of people oarticipated frcn each group, for the ooet part. 

1*53 
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Tor instance, fron Farben six to tea people frequently, according; to 
the nunber of points on the agenda. The subject of those negotiations, 
of course, woe connercial, but since technical things were also touchUd . 
uoon occasionally, each group brought along one technical expert — and 
thus I represented Farben in cost of the cartel ceetinga s 

9 

Q, According to the trial so far, I assune that **r. won Sohnitxler 
participated in all of these negotiations before the war end also during 
the war. Is ny assuaption correct? 

A. Before the war Hr. von Schnitxlsr did participate 1© a?.l cartel 
aeetlnge, os for as I know, unless be was prevented froo doing so due to 
illness. That is soaething I can't reaenber, of wurse. He was tb® 
spokesnan for Farben. In regard to the negotiations after war had broken 
out, the negotiations with the Fren--, here again Hr. von Schnitxler woe 
the opokosnan and participated in practically all of the negotiations, 
apart froo the negotiations in July 1941 when he vns sick, and when I 
deputised for hln. 

Q. Vos ther# anything In the personal nanner and in the fern of 
the negotiations? Van there any difference In the tone of the negotia¬ 
tions before the war and during the war thot were conducted with the 
French? 

A. Apart froa the neeting In Viesbaden on the first day of that 
•conference, which wns conducted very Infernally, and when we woro not 
©emitted to shake hands with the other partners because the Coverorient 
representatives did not do eo either, the tone, opart froo this, was 
friendly and was conducted in the sane nanner as it was done before the 
war. I would say that froo the early suener of 1941 on it becone nore 
friendly than before the war. for then ve had a certain nunbar of serious 
disputes with the French. And since we had arrived, in the case of the 
Francolor contract, at a point where both partners know what the contract 
would look like, a sentlnents of friendliness nade itself felt between 
the two groups which, in ny opinion, exceeded the friendliness that had 
existed before the war. At any rate. It i* absolutely auollcable to ny 
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parson. It is difficult, of course, to describe the sentinent of other 

oersons, but it is ay feeling that this was also true of itr. von Schnitsler 

• • ^ . • 

and for the French gentleaen. 


Q* Was the type of negotiations similar to the type of negotiations 

conducted previwisly vith the Swiss, British or AnericanT 

^ • 

A. Yes, of course, we did our business in the sane pleasant and 
freak nanner as we did with the Swiss, English and Anericans before. 

Q. The coonercial negotiations, as ytu have correctly stated,, wore 
conducted and led by Hr. von Schnitsler. Since you were present in your 
caoacity as a technical nan, you can pershap bast fornulate a Judgnent 
about the fern and nature in which Hr. von Schnitsler conducted such 

w • 

international conferences personally. In view of the fact that Hr. 


Schnitsler did not take the witness stand, I would bo grateful to you if 
in this connection you wculd also givo a brief picture of Hr. von 
Schnitsler's oerson, particularly because you were the closest collaborator 
for nany years. 


A. The witness. Dr. Kuepper; during his exanination on the 28th of 
January, 1948, described the person of Dr. von Schnitsler in such a detnilod 
manner, about his activity in Farben, about his merit for bringing about 
and maintaining the French dyestuffs business, that be was subject to an 
objection, and for reasons of saving tine I do not want to reoeat all of 
that again, ^ut I want to state expressly that I* con only confirn tho 
statements that extended over nany pages, about the Banner in which Mr. 
von Schnitsler used to conduct his negotiations and about how he was judged 
by the other partners in tho negotiations; that I read these cages and 
that I can confirn then rs Veirg ty opinion in all points. 

These stntenents of Or, ftapfer ure on the record on pages 5984 to 
5991 of the English transcript and on pages 6039 to 6048 of tho Genian 
transcript. I aay add froo ay oirsoncl recollection that to the best 
of .-^r knowledge I was together with Hr. von Schnitsler in the United States 
three tines. These were the negotiations in 1930 through 1933 with the 
newly incorporated Anerlcan dyestuffs plants, where Mr. von Schnitsler 
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la bis very apt canner was able to start friendly relations. Fron later 
visits with these firm I know and caa conflrn that the people free Dupont 
and National Anilla and the Dow Chenleal people liked to see Hr. von 
Schnltzler and welconed very ouch having hla ronove a nunber of collisions 
of Interest that had occurred, esneclally the Far Fart, to the beet 
interests of all people concerned. 

DR. VON KELLER: *r. Sprecher was friendly enough to point out to 
the Defense that there has been a nletake in the translation. The word 
■inept" should be replaced by the word •*?%*. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. - 

A. Since the French probleu Is under discussion here I want to odd 
a few things to this point in paftlcular, since fron nany conversations 
with «r. yon Schnltzler I knew his opinion very well. Already in 1927 
rfr. von Sohnltzler, on behalf of the Geman Governoent, participated In 
the negotlntlons about the Franco-Gernan trade agreenent. That was at a 
tine when Strasennnn was in the gowrnnont, when for the first tlno after 
the war and after the invasion Of the «uhr an approach between Ooroany 
was being brought about. Vo Gefrr.an Industrialist# know vo/y well tho 
significance -of econooic oollatxa-ntlon between Gernony and Trance. 

Ve were very well acquainted with the outuai Interests in the steel 
Industry, of Gernan coke shipped to France and French ore bolng brought 
to Gernany; with the nutual interests In the chenical industry — potasslun 
Industry sn£ the textile industry. It was In keeping with thin spirit 
that In 19f.l and '42 Kr. Schnltzler Judged natter. Ho also honed at 
tho tine bfcat a coderate peaoe troaty between Gernany and France would 
deepen th,o econcalc collaboration of both countries. That wus the 
expectant >a and the hope of fenny people In Gernany ns well as In Franco 
at the tine. And that was a2so the concent of decisive oereons in tho 
Gerno-.i allltary adnini stratton i n France. 

Thus, for instance, th* chief of the Econooic Departnent, 
Mialeterlaldlrlgent Michel, who is nentloned now and again in the docu- 
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Very disappointed and unhappy ve looked on, whon the then political 
leadership In Ssrlln nlssed their last chance In that connection, and 
still today It Is ny opinion that a nag nanln ous peace treaty with France 
with the lmediate release of all prisoners of war around the turn of 
1940 to 1941 would have saved nuefc suffering to Europe. 

Q. You confirsed the picture about Kr. von Schnltzler's picture 
that Dr, Kueppar gave. Dr. ter Near, you were together with Dr. von 
Schnltzler not only In good days when you were at liberty but also 
during bad days, during days when you were both inprisoned. Rounding 
out the character of Dr. von Schnltrier, I would llko to have you say a 
few words about your connection In those circunotances so that ono can 
get a picture of his psychological attitude. 

A, As far as X reneober, Kr. von Schnltzler was brought to the 
Craneborg Canp on the second Chrlstoas day of 1945, where I was already 
since July of the saoe year. Since he mis billeted In ny rooo, of 
course X got a very clear lnpresslon and recollection about this tlao. 

I would soy that one could not recognlzo hr. von Schnltzler again. 

X hatin' seen hin for quite a long tine; probably the last tine X saw 
hlu was In the autunn of 1944 because I was In Italy. 

One could not recognize hin. He gave the lnpresslon of a nan who 
had withstood very difficult tines. He told ce again and again what 
treatnent he had been accorded in the prison. It took nonths before 
ho recovered from this depression. 

Q, I niw cone back to the negotiations between Hr. von Schnitslor 
and the French gent loner, until the FTancolOr was Incorporated. The 
Prosecution contends that *»r. von Schnltzler, or Farben, conducted those 
negotiations with the Intention of delaying, that is, they procrastinated, 
• In order to achieve a nore favorable result. Is that correct? 

A. Dr. Sieaors, as I have already stated, fron the beginning of 
the Wiesbaden negotiations I took part in all of the conferencee. 


Therefore, I have a dlear Judgment about it. There can be no talk that 
these negotiations were treated In a procrastinating nanner in nny way. 
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first after Wiesbaden. 


The date for this conference was suggested to us In writing by Mr. 
Ouchenin. Then cane the negotiations in March, and subsequently, as far 
as I rdoenber. in April. June. July, and so on. To the beat of nv 


recollection, the tine granted was only given because it 


chance to study their probleos, or in individual tases. in order to 


get approval or wait for the attitude exnressed by the government 


And without any unnecessary interruption we kept on negotiating 


without having any tendency towards procrastination, (fcite aoart from 


that, it would have been senseless to delay because, beginning with 
the spring of 1941, we already began to collaborate with the French 


as though the contract had already been concluded. You oust only think 


of the transnittal of the dyestuffs orders. 
t 

Q» Who drafted the agreeoent with Francolor? 

A. There are two contracts contained in the French contract, and 


therefore a division of v>rk was undertaken. Fatben undertook to work 


on the so-called St. Oobaln contract. That is ths. contraot between 


Forben and the three French parent-firns. The uuch noro extensive and 


basic corporation contract aas drafted by the lawyers of Kuhinann and 


the firn of St. Cobain under the advice of Haitre Deguehy, a soeciol 
expert, ooth drafts were the subject of discussion during our Joint 


wanted a participation of 51 percent. Dr. Xuepoer showed how this cane 
about for legal reasons that a 51 percent particinntion was denanded — > 
I on informed that the first sentence was "51 percent." It should be 
"50." nay I perhaos repeat the question? 

As Dr. KueTper told us, Far ben originally wanted a 50 percent uarti- 
cipation only. Dr. Kuepper gave the legal reasons why «t a later tixso ono 
denanded a 51 porcent participation. As he said, that was done in order 
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• 

to bring about tha intended parity between the two groups. May I ask 
you to tell ua what this looks like in your recollection, and what 
reasons were decisive for Perben's denand to participate to the extent 
of 51 percent? 
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* 


A. About tho question whether 50 per cent or 51 per cont, such hae [ 

been a aid, — very such has been said. Internally, that Is within Far bon 

and alaovith tho French poople and the French lawyora. Ac a mattor of 

principle I would say first that Farbon did not intond to acquiro tho najop 

• * J 

3haro in tho new ontorpriao or t» donlnato it in any way. I may c-nfim i 

that in detail. If a fim at home «r abroad has a participation in any 

firm of more than 50 per cent, then it is'tho usual onsequouce of euch a 


majority participation, that that firm also undortakoe the bunlnoss managey 
mont of that other firm concorncd, or that at loast thoy donlnato tho other 
fira. 


Lot*s tako an example. Tho Gorman Opclwcrko, tho largoot Gorman 
aut-m^bilo plant, was controlled in tho majority of thoir oharoo by 
Gonoral Motors, and tho businoss management In Oornany, was Anoricnn. I 


personally knew tho As orlean gentleman in chargo of tho businoss of tho 
Opol plant in Ruoasolshoim. That is tho uoual form. But in tho caso of 
frontier that was not done. It is truo that Farbon had a 51 porcont 
sharo, but thoy did not doainato tho business managonont. In tho caso of 
a Fronch corporation tho businoss managoaont is handled by tho Consoil 
B'Administration. This Consoil D*Administration olocts freo among its 
own ranks, tho Chairman, who ’is sololy in charge of tho on tiro businoso 
nnnagcoont of tho ontorprloo. Tho Convention of Francolor providod first, 
that an equal numbor of a ashore in tho Vorwaltungsrat bo appointed by tho 
Fronch and C-orman groups, whoroby at least tho members eppolntod by tho 
Fronch should bo of Fronch nationality. 

Secondly, that tho Chairman always had to bo of Fronch natlnality , and 
should bo a member of thp Frcnoh Vorwaltungsrat. 

HR. SPBZCHL3: I ra auro this examination has boon plonnod very caro_ 

fuily by ttr. Siencrs and Dr. ter Moor, but it scorns to mo that it has now 

% 

rcochqd cortainly tho point of sure arguaontation, whoro the quostions which 
aro cortainly not new hero arc morely being phrased by tho dofondant in terms 
of extractions frop the basic Francolor C-nvention and comparing them to 
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I oa Tory glad to hoar that tho Prosecution hno 
finally n^w understood thia point, which unfortunately thoy did not 
understand In tho previous nontho. Thoroforo, wo can conply with tho 
request of tho Tribunal and abbreviate this. 

^ May I noroly ask you , Dr. tor Moor, to toll mo what one could 
actually assort or push through with thoso 50 per cent; ono could not 
appoint a Vorwaltungsrat ecabor, ono could not appoint a new chniraan. 
Vka* could ono do, actually, with this 51 por contT 

A. First ono must oaphnsixo again that thoso 51 por cont did not 
l*»vo ary -offoct upon tho business aanngoaont bodies of thoso ontorpri30s 
That wao 50-S-, 4 to 4, md the predominating or preponderating voight 
wan tho French chairman, whe had tho docisivo roto according to tho 
French law. 


• ith this 50 por cent of share participation, Farbon could only- 
bo heard in the general stockholders' meeting, a body which has nothing 
to do with the buainosa nnnngaaont. Thoro thoy could rocall tho Prosi- 
dont. This fora, at tho suggestion of tho French lawyers closo to 
Farbon was chosen at tho tiao in order to creato a counter-weight ogai 
tho preponderating weight of tho Chairaan within tho scope of tho busi: 





nanaganont. It -at not possible, according to French law, to elect a 
second butinost manager, a Vice Chairman, or smoothing llko that. That 
was expressly pr-'hibitod by law. Therefore Farbon had to havo seme 


Mature In order to act If tho French Chairman, for lnatanco, violated 
the existing contract, and thus, Farben insisted on these 51 por cent. 
Thoy actually only voro to bring in a balanco, at Dr. Kuoppcr oxprosoed. 
In ny opinion, it vat a safety valve, but which ono left closed boot 
of all, and which roasonablo people on both sldos would novor havo usod. 
That it the way I looked at it. 

q. During tho cocoon w««rk within Franco lor did any difforoncos of 
'pinion appoar with tho butinost oaxu*ooont, with the Chairman, which 
causod this to-callod safety valvo to be usod, or which cautod ono to 
oonsider at to whether or not one th>uld now mako uto of tho tnfoty vnlvol 

A. Mo, it was novor usod, and it wat novor ditcuttod, Thoro woro 
no difforoncos. 


Dr. tor Koor, aftor tho contract was concluded in Movoobor 


1941, Aid you again tponk to tho French gentles on, nnd if so whon did 
you last tco then o r spook to then! 

A. I probably attended regularly tho mootings of tho Counooil 
D 1 Administration in P»ris, and thoso moot lives woro conducted probably 
threo ~r four tinoo a year. I cannot stafeo that oxactly now. Tho last 
meeting in which I probably participated, was tho suaaer mooting in 
1943, — Juno, 1943, shortly boforo I wont to Italy. Then I no longer 


attondod. 


li. Vhat was tho teno and tho nature of negotiations in thoso 
cnnforoncos whoro common work was dono within tho Francolor? 

A. I can doscribo it only that thero was ono spirit, one hoart and 
ono soul. Tho negotiations in %ho Con soil D* Ministration woro of an 


absclutoly friendly nature. Thoro wore no conflicts A f intorosts, and 


the aomo also applios to tho acotlngs of the Technical Committco in which 
I repeatedly participated. I con only ropoat and say that this sontract 
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covered the interests of both partners in such an excellent way that no 
difforoncos of opinion ever crept up. 

Q, Tou aey the contract net tho interests of both partners in a very 
excellent way; in that connection I have one last question. Did tho Trench 
or any cno of tho Fronch gentlemen, at enjr tine, oxpross their particular 
gratification *r say anything to you or to Mr, von Schnitsler about tho 
comoon work, the common interests, and tho Frtncolor contract, not only 
by their ettltudo, but oven , actually oxprostod in words? 

A. Yos, th-t was done one tine in a very definite and tangiblo nannor. 
That was during a lunchoon which tho French gontloaen had after tho 
oignlng of tho contract, probably in tho socond half of Hovaabor. It was 
tho custooary circle of tho French gontlooen that wore present, and froo 
our sido again the pooplo who wore ropro^entodon tho Consoil D'Administra¬ 
tion, and a fow othor po^plo who had parti dpatod in tho nogotiationo; 
a group of approximately 12 or 15 persons. At the time Hr. Frossnrd got 
up end mado a opoech, which in oy opinion, otcoodod tho fora of more 
politoncss, for ho was visibly touchod and strongly ieprossod personally. 

Ho said at tho tine that ho wantod to oxprosi to his colloaguoo and tho 
pooplo from Farbon, his poroonal gTatitude for tho fine confidence and trust 
thrt was placed in him by npj^intlng hin Chairaan in this now fim. On 
that occasion ho also said that tho contract, in his opinion, could bo 
balled ideal, since it not tho interests of both partners in such an o*. 
cellont manner. 

IE. SHKaSSs Thank you very mesh. I havo no further quostione. 

HR. B3ururt Hr. President, I do not think X can start on tho Polish 
problem today, but'with y"ur Honors 1 permission I would-^o ablo to uao 
those two minute, in order to ask Dr. ter Moor three questions about the 

Hussion problem. Thank you very such. 

q. Dr. ter Moor, during your cross-examination 'n the 17th of Feb¬ 
ruary, 1948, tho Prosecution suhaittod to y-u Exhibit 1881, which is an 
affidavit that you rendered on the 23rd of April, 1947, about those 
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trusteo corporations which were to befoundod in Bueaia and about tho 

I 

Synthcao Sautschuk Oat C-.i.'b.H. Do you hare anything t' change in that 
affidavit? 

A, No, the affidavit le in ordor. 

Then tho second question. Nhat happened to tho Syntheso KauC 
achuk Oat C-.ss.b.H.? 

A. Nothin* at all. Dr. Berndt. It'was never incorporated. Only 

drafts for the contracts woro worked out and diacuafled with tho conpoton^ 

pooplo from tho a eich Ministry of Economics. It was a draft of tho 
, # • 

Trustee Agreoncnt between I or bon, tho 3«ich and tho SynthoooXautschuk 

0„t G.n.b.H., and two drafts of the lottors that vero to bo writ ton in 

connection with the oontracts, but neither tho contracts nor tho two • 

lettoro woro over prepared. 

V' * | • 

q. Tho last quosUon now; the ontiro affair caoo to nothing; is that 
right?/ 

A. Too, that's correct. 

• . 

• ' t i 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho Tribunal will riso until 9 o'clock Monday morning. 
(Tribunal in rocoss until 0900 hours 3 May 1948) 
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CERTIFICATE OF COT&ISSICSEH 
^ •• •* ^ ' •• ^ ^ ^ 

: / •• '>: ' 

Under directives of United States kilitary Tribunal Ho. 6, 
testicony of witnesses listod' below was required to bo taicon boforo 
the undersigned Cozclssioner. Pursuant thereto the said Comissionor 
has conducted hearings at which the following witnesses have Ailly 
testified: 


Date 

0 April 191*8 

9 April 19t<B 
12 April 191*8 
12 April 19U8 
15 April 191*8 
iL April 19 'j8 

15 April I9l£ 

16 April 191*8 

19 April 19W 

20 April 191*6 

20 April 191*8 

21 April 191*8 
21 April 19W 
23 April 19u8 

28 April 1918 
26 April 1918 

26 April 19W 

27 April 191*8 

29 April 19 J 48 

29 April 191*8 

30 April 19i*8 

29 April 19 IS 

30 April 191*8 
3C April 19l*B. 

5 Aoy 191*8 

6 hay 1918 
3 1-ay 191*8 
3 Uy 19W 
3 kay 191*8 
1* kay 1918 
L Lay 1918 
1* kay 191£ 

1* Hay 19 IS 

5 kay 19 Ifi 

6 key 19tf 

7 liny 191*8 

10 kay 19l£ 

10 kay 191*8 
10 Uey 191*8 

10 kay 191*8 

11 key 1918 
11 kay 1918 
11 kay 1918 
11 kay 191S 
10 Kay 19U3 


of Witness 


AaIter warilaont 
Kurt Krueger 
Karl Weber 
Paula Ester 
Ernst Struss 

Christian Zahn 

■ 

Bernhard Sohoenor 
Adalbert Peindal 
Josef Grobol 
Gustav Pistor 
Enll do Haas 
Heinrich Sohuh 
Hoinrioh Sohindler 
■ n 

Walter Kltcuth 
Hans Souor 
Wilhel:*. Duollborg 
Thoo Goldschcidt 

..nton fcOlthlnger 

■ • 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

« ■ ■ 

Rudolf Scheldt 

■ s 


Wolfgang nit 
Carl Gadow 
Kurt Hartconn 
n e 

Frit* Dion 
Kurt Sis fold 
Adolf Taub 

Ernst Struss (for Pros*) 
Woraor Schnltx 

M ■ 

Wax Winkler 
Frits Hlrsch 
Ernst Krasohwskl 
Frans Fuorstonborg 

■ ■ 

Hoins Sovolsborg 
Karl Runschoidt 
Bw inhold 

Friedrich Soloher 


Of f teUl_Treas 0 ript 

10675-10907 

11128-11163 

11165-11175 

11177-11199 

11295-11358 

11IM-UL90 

11587-11612 

11706-11723 

11827-1181*1 

1181*2-11860 

11861-11878 

12098-12128 

12129-1211*0 

12337-12370 

12707-12777 

121*61-121(90 

12500-12512 
12598-12621 
12871-12909 
12910-12953 
13075-13092 
12951*-12960 

13065-13075 
13093-13133 
13620-13629 
13651-13719 
1321.6-13269 
13271-13291 
13292-13316 
131*12-131*50 
13U50-13U60 
131*61-131*79 
131*80-131*89 
13566-13619 
13720-13735 
13861-13691 
11*173-11*181 
11*195-11*209 
11 * 210 - 11*220 
11*221-11*21*5 
11*377-11*381* 
11*387-11*1*21* 
11*1*25-11*1.39 
11*1*1*0-11*1*55 
11*182-1U19I* 


During the said prccoedlngs the following exhibits have 
been offered in evidenco: 













Offioia!_ Ir a ns c_r_i pt 


Exhibit 


10899 

1090* 

1111*5 

11182 

11183 

11302 

11312 

11327 

11330 

llii 68 

11*473 

11L73 

11W5 

111*76 

11182 

1183*4 

new 

12615 

12616 
12706 

12733 

12878 

12915 

12921 

12923 

12927 

12933 

1291*2 

13106 

13111 

13126 

13620 

13286 

13728 

13730 


15062 

15063 
11*257 
13521* 
11256 

11251 

11252 
11*01*4 
11*039 
13081 * 
10532 
10528 
10907 
13525 

15021 

3763 

151L5 

1511*6 

86L7 

15132 

15U* 

11*096 

13531* 

15215 

15260 

15173 

7637 

7666 

15290 

15296 


I, the under*i^nod Corr.l**loner, do heroby oortify that tho 
aforotold offloiol troruorlpt page* oocprUo n 1\*11, truo nnd oorroot 
roport of suoh proooodlngs, to*tloony nnd ovldonoo hoard and rooordod 
thoreln before ae. 


Dated nt burnberg, Oorrnny, i*y 28, 19l*8 


CcLclssionor of Tribunal No. 6 
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30 AprH-M-IIr-2-l-Daniels (int. Lea) 
Court VI Case VI CCLUISSION 


OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OP A* HEARING BEFORE A COQflSSIONER 
FOR MILITARY TRIBUNAL VI, CASE VI, IN THE MATTER OP * 
THE UNITED STATES OP AMERICA AGAINST KARL KRAUCH, et al, 
DEFENDANTS, SITTING AT NUERNBERG, GEKIAHY, ON 30 APRIL 
1948, THE HONORABIE JOHNSON T. CRAtffORD, COMMISSIONER, 
PRESIDING. 


THE MARSHAL: The Coaaiasion of Tribunal VI is now in session. 

■ 

THE CO M MISSIONER: You nay proceed with the examination. 

UR. AUCHAN: With Tour Honor's permission, we shall continuo 
with the examination of the witness Spretty in connection with Schmitz 


document Mo. 53. 


HJDOLP VCN SPRETTY (Resumed) 
CfDSS EXAMINATION (Continued) 


BT LB. AUCHAN: 


Q Now, Ur. Witness, at recess time yesterday you had told us of 

• • • 

your first meeting, in or about 1938, that you had with the defendant 
Schmitz, wherein you discussed with him tho natter of having the property 
of your fathci^4n-law, Arthur Weinborg, transferred to his adoptod 
daughters; is that right? 

A I would only like to mention briefly that of courso it was 
not tho first mooting with Dr. Schmitz, but it was probably tho first 
conference with him on this matter, because 1 had known Professor 
Schait* prior to that. 

Q That is rltfit; I am only inquiring about your conferences 
with S c hmitz in connection with the affairs of Arthur Weinberg. 

A Tes, I assume that was the first conferenee about this 


property affair. 


Q Vfnat was the result 
A As far as I reaU< 
opinion a3 I, that it was cor: 
my father-in-law as possiblea 
Q TJhen did you next 


i&p* that conference? 

Jrp Dr. S c teitz was pf exactly tho sane 


set to 


i&iirj 


:h( of the property of 
4iis two adopted daughte-' 
S e haitz in connection 


with the affairs, either regarding the property or tho person, of your 


father-in-law Arthur Weinberg? 
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30 Apr l*8-H-»B-3 & li-1-Racier (Int. Lea) 

Ccmission - Farben 

A I don't think that I talked with Dr. Schultz about this 
natter again. 

Q Whan was Art hi r Woinberg takon to a concentration ocmp? 

A Shall I bo briof about answering this quostion or shall 
I go into detail? 

Q First, oake it brief, and if necessary, we will lot you 
explain fUrthor. 

A On 2 Juno 191*2, in the corning, ho was arrosted in Hooch- 
schloss Pohl and was broight to the Oostapo in Munich, whoro I mot 
Mb. ; • 

Q So, if 1 corroctly understand you, in Juno 191*2. . . 

A On 2 June 19ii2. 

Q Yos, I so understand you. Ho was takon fraa tho houso of 
your wifo? 

A Yos. 

Q To tho Gostapo? 

A Yos. 

Q Was that tho first tine ho was takon away fren hia houso 
and doprivod of hia liborty? 

A Y)s. 

Q Kjw, before this dnto whon ho was takon to the Gostapo, 
was ho living peacefully, unaolostod, at your wife's houso 7 

A In Pohl, ho lived unmolested. 

Q Alright. 

A > Because this was in tho country. 

Q Alright. Thon on tho 2nd of Juno 191*2 ho was takon to tho 
Go3.tapo and, did I understand, that the next day you wont to soe hin? 

A On tho saao day. 

Q On tho sane day? 

A Yos. 

Q And where did you go? 


. A Say I brigfly explain it? On 1 Juno, in the evening. 


30 Apr UBJMT-3 & U-2-Hasler (Int. Lee) 

C across on - Farben 

towards 7:C0, I received an urgent telephone call frcn ay wife in 
which she informed ne that in the aftornoon two Gestapo officials from 
JAinich had arrived in Pehl, who had forbidden ay father-in-law to leave 
tho castle until further notice. They confiscated his property there 
and they left a niceographed note behind fron which it could bo 
gathered that it was intended to teko hin array. )iy wifo asked no to 
coca as quickly as possible and told ne that tho father is also right 
near tho telephono. Gehoinrat von Y/oinfcorg ropoatod to mo briofly 
what my wife had already told no, and ho addod that ho wculd not do 
this under any circunstancos, and wo gathorod frcn that that ho did 
not oxpoct to livo beyond tho noxt day. 

Q How old was Arthur Woinborg at that tino? 

A It was shortly boforo his 82nd birthday. On 11 August ho 
would havo boon 82. I told ny wifo that I would imodiatoly. go to 
Munich, and sho should soivi hor chauffeur to tho slocpor tho noxt day 
with tho paper of tho Gestapo and I wculd inraodiatoly go to tho Gestapo. 
On tho noxt morning, tho chauffeur wr at tho train and told mo Horr 
Oohoinret was already arrostod and was on tho platform in tho station. 
Ho was thore, esoortod by a policcaan — oscortod by tho looal polico- 
man of Pohl — who boharod very quiotly and reticently. I hoard frcn 
my wife's chauffeur tf»t this local policeman that night, at 11 : 00 , 
when ovorybody was slooping, had told ny wifo's chauffeur that on tho 
noxt morning ho would havo to take tho Gohoinrat to tho Gostapo at 
*Wch on tho first train which loft, 1 thiric at 7:00, for lSunich. 

Q How that souq day r»rthur Woirtoorg was takon to tho Gostapo 
headquarters, and you saw hip there? 

A los, on tho station. 

Q And tow soon thereafter was ho taken to a concentration 
caap, do ycu 'enow? 

A Yes, I know oxactly. To got her with my father-irv-law and 
tho policeman and chauffeur who were quite a distanco array fran us, X 
went frep tho station to the Gostapo headqiartcrs in tho tfittelsbnchor 
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Ccensdasion - Farben 


Palais in order to have an opportunity, in this way, to spook with him. 

Q Well, could you, Witness, joist briefly and emit tho detail, 
just tell me, whon ho was taken to the concentration comp, and what 
you did aftor that with r os poet to cccamicating with tho Defendant 
Schmitz as to tho situation of your fathom-in-law? Try, if possiblo, 

9 

to omit tho details. 

A I didn't understand tho last part of tho question. To get 
in touch with Farben about tho natter, senothing ... 

Q No, first, just toll mo first, as host yew can, how soon 
aftor you saw Tfoinbcrg at tho station in rtinich was ho takon to a 
concentration camp? Just toll bo, was it a wook after that, or two? 
Just give no tho tino. 

A I acccopaniod hin to tho offico of tho Gestapo, that is, 
tho Jewish dopartmont, and no ono prevontod mo fren staying with Him. 

I spoko with tho officials who explained to 100 , upon ny froquont 
questioning, that ho would not go to tho East, but as an honor, and 
this oxprossion was actually usod, ho would go to Thorosionstadt. 

0 Which was tho concentration camp? 

A Yos, a Jewish concentration camp, I was assurod that ho 
would only bo transported tho day aftor tomorrow, that is, two days 
aftor this particular day, and until that evening, about 5*00 o'clock, 

h 

ho ronainod in tho Oostapo building umolostod and in ny presence. I 
left twice in ordor to phono Dr. Gierlichs in Berlin. 

Q Njw, to get this organised and got it for the ossential 
facts wo aro interested in. Ycu got in touch with Dr. Giorlichs tho 
first week in June 19U2, and told hin that Arthur Woinberg was boing 
taken to tho concentration caap. Do I understand that to bo your 
tostiaony? 

A That's right. 

Q Had you known Dr. Gierlichs before that time? 

A Yos. 

Q rfhy did you got in touch with Giorlichs? 
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Cccmjssion - Farben 


A Bo cause Cierlichs and Schaitz were the two people when 
wo tni8tod with regard to property natters. 

Q V .right. How, what did you toll Oiorlicha at that tino? 

• A On tho *j rat of June, in the evening, beforo I loft for 
liinich, I visited tho lawyer, Dr. Mortons, in Berlin. 

Q 1 really don't noan to interrupt- Could you got to tho 
matter diroctly? 

A Ami I told hin to inforu Dr. Gierlichs and Farbon abcut 
tho inainont arrost of :/oinborg. On 2 June, in tho morning, I callod 
Dr. Oiorlicha by phono and ho told ao that they wero already workine 
on it hard, and in tho evening I should call thou up again. 

Bo tween four and fivo ay fathor-in-law vns brought to tho 
Jewish Old Pooploa' Hooo by n Oostapo .ffisor. Aft or that I callod 
Oiorlicha and ho told no to aak ty fathor-ln-law whether ho would 
agroo to bo rosottlod to Italy. Porliaps thon, they dould do aonothing. 

Q Row, after Arthur Woirborg waa taken to tho concentration 
camp in Aino, 19U2, did ho ovor return hcoo? 

A No. 

Q Ii ita fact, 4hat in June 19U2, whon ho was first takon 
to tho concentration carp, ho stayod thuro until ho diod in March 19U3, 
in tho concentration caup? is that tha fact? 

A Yes. los, it is proved. 

Q I want to bo eta finite that tho period of incarceration of 
Arthir W 0 int>crg, that oxtondod fron tho first wook of Juno 19W to 
March 19U, is that right? 

A In violation . f tho Froaiso3 given to us, ho was already 
transported to Thorosionstadt on tho next day, that is, the 3rd of Juno, 
19U2. Because of tho fact that another iroato had thrown himsolf out 
of tho window, one of tho seats in tho railroad train had become vacant 
From tho third of Juno on ho was in Thorosionstadt uninterruptedly and 
on 20 March 19U3, ho diod there, 82-1/2 years old. 

Q Now, you state in ycur affidavit; that yew turned to Schmi 
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for help, Schnitz imediately nobilized his staff, and that Profossor 
Xrauch was to tackle Himalor himself. New, toll me, what you know 
from yoir own personal conversations or discussions with Schnitz, 
what stops ho took or what ho told you ho was going to do, and if 
possible, fix tho tine when theso things happonod. 

A Theso farther conferences did not take place with Gohoim- 
rat Schnitz, but with Dr. Gierlichs. 

Q Alright, to nake sure I understand you, after Arthur Wein¬ 
berg was taken to the concentration caop, you yourself did not oonvorse 
with Dr. Schaitz, but with his assistant. Dr. Gierlichs, is that right? 

L Txcuso no, that's a ni sunder standing on ny part. Inrao- 
diatoly after tho arrost, aftor I roturnod to Berlin, 1 infornod Dr. 
Schmitz, but tho furthor negotiations wont via Dr. Gierlichs. 

<1 Now, Just toll no vory briefly, and I onphasizo vory briofly, 
what stops wore taken by Sduits and Xrauoh to socure tho reloaso of 
your fathor? What steps do you know wero takon? 

A As far as I was inforaed, stops were undertaken that uy 
fathor-in-law would got tho permission to movo to tho ostote of my 
sistor-in-law, tho sistor of ny wifo, in Mocklonburg, if tho Onuloitor 
thoro would give his consont for that. This approval could not bo ob¬ 
tained in the boginning, and while theso negotiations wore still going 
on, ny father-in-law died. 

Q Tj bo entirely corroct that I understand you, is that, in 
short, the situations Your fathor-in-law, Arthur Weinberg, was takon 
to a concentration camp in Jute, I9h2, and fraa the ptriod of Juno 
19U2 to March 191i3» Schnitz and JCriuch aado efforts to seoire his ro- 
loaso and they made theso efforts up through March 19ls3 at which time, 
Arthur Weinberg died in tho concentration canp. Is that a fair state¬ 
ment of the entire natter? 

A Tho way I know it, yes. 

Q That's a fair statecent as I have put it to ytxi? 
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30 apt U8-JHB-3 4 ii-6-Ranler (int. Lte) 
Ccmniseion - Farben 


MU A15CKAN: Jfo further questions, if ycur Honor please. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. GIEFJJCH5 (for Gehoinrat Schaitz): 

Q Yr. Spretty, I have just a fon questions. The proaocutor 
asked yai, what kind of difficulties e^istod, which your fathor-in- 
law told ycu in Hoppogarten, as th* reason why bo was leaving the ad- 
ninistration of F&rbon. Nov/, I wart to ask you ono thing about that. 

At that timo, for scnoono living in Germany who therefore know the 
conditions, was thoro any doubt fcr such a person that the activity 
of a Jew in such an exposod place wculd oroato difficulties for him, 
or vnuld croato axtrerao dangers for hln as well as for the concom ho 
was working for? 

F or sonobody who know tho conditions in Corns ry, thoro 
woro no doubts about that, bocauso even I, as a rosult of tho situa¬ 
tion then, had to resign all ay official positions bocauso, according 
to Nazi concept, I was not a puro Aryan. 

Q Until 1933, was tho situation such that tho Jews, until 
that tioo, reaainod in their positions, generally spooking, or did 
this process of voluntarily withdrawing freu industry and other posi¬ 
tions take placo boforo that? 

HR. AMCHfcNt If your Honcr ploaco, wo objoct to that. It is 
goir^ into the fiold of tho gonorol situation in Gomary. Tho witnoss 
was only interrogated on tho particular situation of “rthur Woinborg, 
and in cur view, it is not a propor rodirect. It is covering tho 
general situation in Oornany. 

DR. GI2RLICH3: Tho Prosecutor, at least I understood him that 
way, Airing tho cross exanination yesterday, could not quito understand 
tho difficulties which Arthur Weinberg faced in 1938. Through ay 
questioning, and in specific connoction with the person of Arthur 
Weinberg, I tried to show that it was an absolutely special case that 
in exposed positions, and that this condition was difficult for the 
people involvad as well as for Farben; that it was a danger for thorn 
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and therefore I think that this question is within the redirect examina¬ 
tion. Tib reforo, I ask you to answer, 

THE TITTNESS: The ratter is quito doarly proved by the fact 
that I nyself could no longer work aftor 1935, and it was a rarity 
and an exception that ny father-in-lay was ablo to contimc as a load¬ 
ing person in the Farben management. 

BT DR. GIERLICHS: 

Q Thank you. Then I have one question about tho efforts of 

Farbon in ordor to socuro tho roloase of your fcthor-in-law. You 

% 

answered tho last question of tho Prosecutor by saying that frcrc 
3 Juno 19U2 to 20 March 19U3, tho unsuccessful offorts of Farbon to 
roloaso your fathor-in-law wore proceeding. Now, I want to ask ycu 
tho following. Do you raurabor whon, approximately, I don't want to 
pin you down to a day, tho answer of Hioalor to tho offorts of Farbon 
arrivod or was rocoivod? 

* 3 cannot answor that exactly, bocause thoso nogotiations 
abait tho transfor to tho estate of ny sistor-in-law woro condictod 
by tay sis tor-in-law. 

Q Thank you. Thor), do ycu rosonbor tho fact that, as a rosult 
of tho offorts of Farben, a lottor of Hiisalor and of his agoncy was re¬ 
ceived, to tho tfffect that ho could loavo Tharosionstadt as long as ho 
would novo to tho estate of the Princess Lcbkowitz and tho approval of 
the Roichsstatthalter would be obtainod for that? 

A Jos, that's correct. 

Q Do ycu roJonbor that thoso offorts, that is tho offorts 

e 

to socuro tho permission of tho Rcichsstatthalter wore also procooding 

e 

for a mnbor sf weeks when you wore infomod of tho-death of Arthur 
•foinberg? 

A Yos, that is also correct. 

DR. GlERLlCffii Thank ycu, I havo no further quostions. 
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Comission - Court No. VI. * 


RECROSS EXAHINATIOH 

BY HR. A!CHAN: 

Q I cn interested, lir. Witness, in tho Hinalor lettor that 
you just reforred to. Mjw tcko tho starting point of March 19Ji3, tho 
dato when Arthir Weinberg died in tho concentration carp. Cculd ycu 
toll no how soon, hew long before that date, the Hinnler approval for 
his reloase cane through? 

A I cannot give an exact answer to that. 

Q Could you approxlnato it? Ono nonth, two nonths, or 
throe nonths? 

k I wculd ostlnato that it was two nonths boforo, porhaps. 

Q Njw.... 

A But that is only on ostlnato* 

Q Taking your •etisato, which I essuno is your boat ostimto, 
does tho situation ccoo down to this, that it roquirod a poriod of 
two nonths' negotiation with tho local Oauloitor to got his approval 
to pomit your father-in-law to come bade to— what is tho placo, 
Mecklenburg? 

a Soran. 

Q Soran. Negotiations nero going on for about two months 
with tho Gaultitor at Soran in order to got his approval pursuant to 
Kinnlor's ordor to pomit your fathor-ir. law to bo released. Is that 
a fair statement of tho situation? 

A *os, and this poriod of tine was absolutely possiblo. 

Q Now than, was tho Himler aporoval for tho rolonso of your 
father-in-iew sot forth in a letter, do you know? 

A I didn't got any lottor. 

Q Who infomod you that Hinnlor had approved of tho reloaso 
of Woinborg fron the concentration camp, subject to clearance with 
tho local Gauleiter? Who told you that? 

A I assume, pretty certainly, that it was Dr. Giorlichs, an 

also the sister of ny wifo. 
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Q And your scurce of information then is what Gierlichs and 
your wife told you about Himler 1 s approval for your fatherCin-lnw'a 
release? 

L Yes. 

IP. AHCHANi No fbrthor questions. 

FIRTHER REDIRECT EXA3ONATI0N 

BY DR. GIEPUCKS: 

Q Count Spretty, did yai over see tho lottor or tho written 
notification which Farbon got by Himlor or his office? 

A No, novor. 

Q Did ycur sistor-iiv-law over toll yew of tho fact that sho 
had tho lottor in hor hand, as a basis for her negotiations concoming 
tho aforonontionod pernission? 

A NO; sho told us that tho situation was thus and so, 

Q How I havo a final quostion. Do yai know, from conversa¬ 
tions with ycur sistor-in-law, that, at that tino, PrIncoon Lobkowitt 
had boon contacted, on tho basis of tho Farbon offorts, aftor tho ap¬ 
proval of Himlor concerning tho roloaso of your fathor-in-law from 
Thorosionstadt, and that Princess Lobkwritz thon askod us—that is, 
Farbon—to loavo tho negotiations with tho Roichsitatthaltor to hor 
bedauso sho was hoping to got quicker rosuits by using a man who had 
porsonal contacts? 

* Yos, that is correct, and for that purposo sho had hirod 
a lawyer in Question, whoso nauo I no longer rasenbor. Ho was n 
friond of tho Roichsstatthaltor of • fccklonlwr g, and through hia sho 
hoped to bo ablo to do aoro tlan if sho wore just negotiating via 
Borlin. 

Q And is it corroct, in this second negotiation—that is, 
to got tho approval of tho Roichsstatthaltor—that Farbon did not be- 
cano involved until nany weeks later, shortly boforo the death of 
your fathor-irv-law, after the direct efforts of tho family wero un¬ 


successful? 
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A That is truo, as far cs I ra nonb er. 

DR. OIERLICHS: Mo further questions. 

TIE (X)!S0SSI0KER: There being no further quostions, tho 
witnoss is excused. 

(Witness excused) * 

DR. IOFFHANN: *he next witnoss to bo exsninod is the witnoss 
Roithinger. 

TIE COlPOSaOffiR: Very well. Let tho witness Reithirgor bo 

callod. 

ANTON REITHIHGER, a witness, having boon previously Ally swonn, 
resumed tho stand and U-tifiod fhrthpr as follows 5 

TK3 COU'.ISSIONER: I believe tho witnoss was irtiorn yostorday. 
Ho is raaindci that ho is still under oath. 

You nay procood. 

I*P. iSCIEN/.USR: !fr. Ccesrissiono*, I wish to toko up tho 
examination with roforonco to document 3763, Exhibit 2332, which was 
intro Ai cod yostorday by the Proaocution. 

DIRECT EX.lUlf.nOK 

BY DR. ASCHENMJERi 

Q Witness, ysi said yostorday, in tlw examination by tho 
Prosoaition in rofcronco to >xur affidavit of 29 January 19U7, Ex¬ 
hibit 2332, that ycu wore in a difficult position, so far as this 
affidavit is concomod, bocauso this affidavit was submitted to you 
and it dooB not actually cono fraa you. Thorofore, I wish to ask 
you was this affidavit made exit by ytw? 

A As I said yostorday, tha affidavit before no is tho result 
of several lengthy interrogations which woro conducted in tho winter 
of 19U6-19l*7. It was formula *jd by tho Prosecution, and it wa3 sub¬ 
mitted to u-o in that fora. At that time, in soveral days of negotia¬ 
tions, I tried to remove important errors and misunderstandings. As 
a compromise of these negotiations, wo wore left with a mntoor of 
—pwssffriJ^ties, assumptions, and judgments, which are foeculatod as 
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contentions, and this they give a wrong picture. On the occasion of 
those negotiations and the affixing of ay signature under thie affid¬ 
avit, I told the Prosecutor that on the witness stand, while under 
oath, I would not be able to confirm a mu to or of the contentions con¬ 
tained therein, because I do not have, the positive knowledge for that. 

Q Yfho interrogated ycxi about this affidavit? 

* So far as I reoeisber, it was a lady, liiss Belle llayer. 

Q I thirk, witnoss, it waild be best to go through the affid¬ 
avit, without boing ablo to dr in that it is coaplete. 

V'itnsss, under 1, you say, or rather, the Prosecution says, 
undor "1"—I think it night be hotter to put it that way—that Dr. 
Hoinrich Gottinoau— 

HP.. AMCHuNi Ono nenont pleaso. I have no objection to hin 

0 * 

asking tho witnoss questions; we objoct to hin characterizing an 
affidavit which this witnoss signod as a stetonont of the Prosocution. 
How, to avoid all this collateral natter, Just lot him rofor to this 
as an exhibit without characterizing, and wo won't got into any of 
those collateral issues. If ho has any facts ho wants to ostoblish, 
Just let hin ask tho witnoss and not moko a spooch casting aspersions 
on anyone. 

THE COHSISSIOtO: You nay procood. 

DR. ASCHBLYUER: Mr. Ccoiissioncr, I did not nako any spooch; 

I Just drew a Justified conclusion. YS\y I contimo? 

TPE OOJfilSSIONER: Procoed. 

BY DR. ASCHEKAUER: 

q It states that Dr. Heinrich Gattinoau was ono of Carl 
Bosch's socrotaries in Ludwigshafon or Leverkusen from about 1925 
until 1933. Witness, was Dr. Gattinoau Bosch's socretary? 

A At the end of 1929 I went fron the Reich Statistical office 
to tho Laendor Bank, toaporarily, and I again roturned to tho Reich 
Statistical Office in 1931 and 1932. It wasn't until the end of 
middle of 1932 that I again took up say final activities with tho 
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Goman Laonder Bank, I do' not know about the conditions in Farbon 
boforo that tlno. 
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Q. So ttuA. these are just assumptions? 

A. Tnere are assumptions. I just put it that way, but I really 
don't know exactly. 

Q. Then, in the next sentence, it says that in 1933 Gattineau 
came to Ilgner. Is this also an assmption? 

9 

A. I merely know that approxi; ately at that time Dr. Gattineau 
wound up in Berlin, I do not know exactly when Dr. Gattineau joined 
Dr. Ilgner. 

Q. Witness, it is also stated in the affidavit that Gattineau 
had relations with the Chi.f of the Foreign Organization, Bohle, Do you 
have any specific knowledge about that? How do you know that. 

A. I know from hearsay that Dr. Gattineau had acquaintances 
among Nazis, but I do not knar whether Herr Bohle or others of the peoplo 
mentioned here were actually acquaintances of Dr. Gattineau. 

Q. In this connection, I new ccce to the Foreign Organization, 
Fran what knowledge did you testify about that? 

A. I took part in the Hail Conferences of Faiben, Berlin, M7-7. 

In these Hail Conferences the various experts in the WIPO repoatedly 
mentioned difficult and longthy negotiations with tbo Foreign Organiza¬ 
tion. 

Q. For example, what was the subject matter? 

A. As far as I know, primarily it was a question of the release 
or dismissal of Jewish representatives abroad. 

Q. If I understand you correctly, these were the difficulties 
which were discussed there? 

A. Ye3, without a dovtot. 

Q. So that one cannot speak of any cooperation here? 

A. I didn't understand you. 

q. So that one cannot speak of any cooperation if these matters 
of the conference were ab-ut difficulties which existed? 

a. No; of course it was not in the sense of a cooperation, but 
in the sense of a steady negotiation in order to caaply with the wishes 
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of the Foreign Organization, which, of course, were not desirable to 
Farben. 

Q. Do you know, for example, who conducted the negotiations? 

A. well, occasionally nanes were mentioned of people of the 
Foreign Organisation with whco negotiations were carried on, but I no 
longer know then. , 

Q. And, if I nay put it this wa> you don't know what position, 
for example, Herr 'waibel or the various sales departments had? 

A. Cta yes. I know that Waibel was crapetent for the negotiations 
with the Foreign Organisation, that ie, in the entire Farben field. 

Q. In what Held of negotiations did the sphere of uIFO lie? 

A. As far as I know, the main fields of the TiIFO were in trade 
natters, for example, TTiTorily in the negotiations with the Reich Econom¬ 
ics 1 inistry aixl the Trade Department of the Foreign Office. Beyond that, 
the iil?0 also had to negotiate with other Reich and other agencies. 

Cj. In this connection aay I-ask you the following question! 

Did the Vomittlui gsstelle W pot naintain contact with the Spar ton 
in the plants, and didn't the Venuttlungsstelle \» negotiate with 
nehroacht agencies? 

A. I had very little knowledge sbcut the tasks of Vomittlungs- 
stelle YJ. As far as I know, its job lay in questions of industrial 
production of Farben, and it was to negotiate about that with tho Reich 
agenda's which were competent for that. 

a. CHANs If lour Honors please, I understand that this redirect 
examination was to be Halted to Exhibit 2332. There is noth .ng in that 
exhibit dealing with Temittlungstelle H. What defense cou sel is under¬ 
taking to do now is to cover the entire field again, the entire subject 
natter of his cross-examination. That is very definitely outside of the 
scope of the cross-examination, and it is outside of the scope of this 
exhibit, to which the redirect examination is limited. Non, since defense 
counsel is trying to bring out that this witness did not himself draw 
the affidavit the si-.plest thing is to have him make his corrections now. 
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•n the record which would be responsive redirect to that exhibit, with¬ 
out covering subject matter not embraced in that exhibit. 

Dl. ASCHENULSt !tr. Cccaissioner, I may reply by saying t,hat 
it is too much work for me to go through the whole field again, as the 
prosecutor says. I also thank the prosecutor for his advice as to how 
I am to conduct this examination. However', as to the matter at issue, 

I just want to say that ay exaai.iation refers directly to a passage in 
Exhibit 2332. Ondar Ho. 3, "Activity of the HIFO", it says: "The UIPO 
was ccnpetent or responsible for all connections with reports to tho Party 
Government, and .ehrcacht", and so on. "All." I think that is a very 
•unaary expression. Therefore, aay I continue? 

1«. AJCHAH: Again, there is nothing in the affidavit referring 
to Vomittlungsstelie if, and for tho redirect examination to cover that 
field a^ain is, in our view, outside cf the scope and substance and 
contents of that affidavit. 

P?.. ASCl^KAIUl: >Ir. Cosraissionar, tho fantastic opinion of tho 
Prosecution is that tho various departments, Sparton, etc., of Farbon 
gave all the material to the WIPO in ordor to maintain contact with the 
authoritiss, because otherwise I think the Prosecution would not have 
any interest in putting this sontanco into'the affidavit. 

TVJ CU .ISSIoI j<: Very well. Since there is a controversy here, 
and you hevo yjor objecticns and */cn-r raasrns in the record, it will be 
up to the Tribival to decido whet woight they will give to this matter. 

BY DR. ASCrSKatlii: 

Q. In order to be brief, I shall ask a collective question. 

Do you know that the Central Finance Department, tho VCWI, tho Legal 
Department, the Social Dopariment, and the Tax Department maintained con¬ 
tact with the Reich authorities? 

A. Tes, of course, ovary individual department maintained contact 
with the Reich Ministry which wa3 caa etent for its field, or with the 
Reich Sank, or with other Reich agencies. 

Q. How, I also want to ask you this. Did you ever see a 
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political report which the ..IFO sent to scoe Party Reich or Wehnnacht 
agency? 

A. No, I nyself saw no such report. 

Q. In connection with the rfTFO, when was the WIPO founded? 

A. I do not knc* exactly. I sorely knew that from 1933 end 
193U, on Dr. Gattineau turned up in Berlig. 

Q. If I read you a passage fra* a transciipt which says that 
it was in 1932, could that be correct? 

A. I would have to lot it go at that, because in 1932 I was 
not in the Laondor Ban!: but with the .toich Statistical Office. 

Q. At that point the Nasi Govjrmcnt was not yet in power? 

A. No, certainly not. 

Q. Do you have any Idea when Gattineau becaae an honorary leader 
in the Sa, or waa appointed an honorary leader in the SA? 

A. I don't !«. ow exactly. I assumo that it waa in 1933 or 193b. 
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Q. if tho \T£?0 Ticro founded in 1932, was thoro any connection with 
Gattineau's honorary leadership in the SA, which happened in 193U, 'then 
Gattincau was appointed head of tho i/IPO in 1932? 

A. That is a judguint which I aa not able to givo because I havo 
no basis to nako such a judgnont. * 

Q. Then, how do you know that Dr. Gattincau acquainted Dr. Ilgnor 
with ono of ills acquaintances in tho Had Parti*? y° u knoW » fnr 
oxanplo, with whoa? 

A. Ho, I do not know of any naoj. I assuno that at that tine in 
Berlin everybody introduced ovorybody to everybody else, so that of 
courso the various people again introduced their friends to othor pooplo, 

Q. So that tlxis whole tiling is based on an assunption by you? 

A. Yes, purely an assunption. 

Q. Hon do you lavra that Gattincau know Ohlcndorf? 

A. I do not lsiow that at all. 

Q. few do you Iaiera that Gattincau, in 1933, renewed his laenbcrsliip 
in the Party and in tho SA? 

A. I do not Saicw thoso individual details about Dr. Gattincau. 

It is puroly an assunption because in Berlin it was gonorally known that 
around 1933 and 193U Dr. Gattincau had connections irith tho Party or was 
a ncabor of tho Party. 

Q. But you do :iot lavra any details of the party career of Dr. 
Gattincau? 

A. Ho, I don«t . 

UR. AiEUAil: Itr. Witness, this tostioony is not gotting into tho 
record. Please watch tlic lights. 

TIG >JITitS3: Yes. 

DR. ASC1EI.AUT.: liny I ask tho interpreter a question? 

HIM1K3MI EJA: Go right ahead. 

DR. ASCiniAEH: Did tho question about Gattincau and Ohlcndorf co.. 
through? 


ET2IHSGR Ics. 
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DR. ASCHSiAUER: Then the question about whether the witness knows 
that in 1933 — Gat tine au renewed the oculars hip .... 

DJTERHBK31 Lii: Yos, that caac through, too. 

BI DR. ASCHBIAQER: 

Q. Then the question is* Did you tavc any detailed knowlodgo about 
tho Party career of Gattincau? 

A. Mo. 

Q. And you do not know about the Roehn Putsch in 193U, about tliat 
natter? 

A. Yes, I do know about tho Rocha Putsch and likewise I know that 
Dr. Gattincau had a lot of .difficulties thon. 

Q. Do you havo any knowludgo about tho Bowl Oborland which is 
mentioned in your affidavit? 

A. Ho, I have no knowlodgo about tho Dund Oborland. I noroly knew, 
by runor, tliat durine his student days Gattincau is allogod to havo 
belonged to tills bund. Uhothor this is a fact, 1 do not know. 

Q. Do you '.alow anything about Oborland having bxm dissolved In 

• 

1933? 

A. I know tlia.t Oborland was dissolved in 1933. 

Q. And about proas attacks on tho Oborland fron tho Party, you do 
not know anytiiiilg? 

A. Ho, I do not !aiow. 

Q. Then, X/itnoss, you talked about Party connections. It is only nn 
assumption, if I understand you correctly, oil your port if you stated that 
Gattincau Joined tho Party in 1921 or 1922. 

A. Thoso arc moors which wore circulati.it Berlin lf.7-7. Sinco 
I did not know Gattincau at that tine, it is coaplctuly unknown to ipe 
thothcr this is correct or not. 

Q. Then the renewal of tho Party aenbership is also an assumption? 

A. Yes, purely an assumption. 

Q. Then how do you know that Gattincau left the 1/IP0 at the end 


of 1937? 
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A. As far as I recall. Dr. Gattineau before tho time that I left 
for the Far Hast left Ifcrlin and accepted a new position ‘in Austria or 
Slovakia. 

% 

Q. Do you lawn/ rtjy Gattincau left Berlin? 

A. Ko, I do not !2K« tho actives at all. 

Q. r.ion I want to ask you about a passage on tho nuxt-to-tho-last 
pago of tho affidavit. It says hare, in connection with reports of tho 
Verbindungsaaenner: "This report was probably* passed on to tho Vorstand 
and to tho gov.ntaent agencies which were interostod. For cxanplo, the 
ffehrmacht, probably counterintelligence, Uajor SLoch. It can bo assunod 
that reports also wont to tho Reich Ministry of bononico and probably 
also to tho Foreign Organisation. These reports c.Mitainod inforaation 
cbout oconor.dc and political questions. I use If never saw ono of theso 
periodic reports of the i.V.X>." 'Jem, '.fitness, whet do you havo to soy 
about that? . 

A. I would lilco to refer to live last tiro sentence*. Since I ryoolf 
never saw any of tlwoo periodic reports of tiro 'TXFO, I cannot know that 
oconoraic and political questions wore contained in tlrou. Yus turd.ay, I 
pointed out briefly Wu-.t hero a substantial error occurrod, that it was 
left in there, aid thnt tl» nonthly r-ports of tlw J/.PO to tho KA arc 
uado up of infer.ration of tho Roich Ministry of bonordcs itself and 
•thcreforo it is an ii tui-ixliary step, tiro ‘77. iX) is an intoraodiary stop 
for tho Reich Si-iioUv of Hconouics. It was at intonjodiary step in 
passing on this infenaction. Correction: Tint its passing on such 
inforaation to other Raich agercics is hardly >otablo. Thoro its passing 
on such information to other Reich -gcicios is hardly probablo. There 
is wviduntly a confusion here between tho reports of tho '71PO to tho 
and tiro reports of tlic I.G. Verbindungsaaoaner. 

DR. AiSCEfMOt; 71»ank you, I havo no farther questions. 

TiS COIir-SSiaLT.: At this ties: we will tako — About how long 
rill you be, lector? 

DR. IDFfUUl!: Only ten rdnutes, lour lfanor. 
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BG COUZSSiaCR: Vory veil, no will finish here. 

BY DR. HDFHIAi'ir (for von dcr »:ydc): 

Q. Ifr. Hoithingcr, I just want to ask you a few things. I an 
concerned about one sentence on pago 3 of your affidavit. Document HI- 
3763. IV client von dor Ifcydc is also mentioned thoro. I shall quote 


tho scntoncc.— oh, I oust correct myself, I wa.it to quote both sontencas. 
You spoak there of . "r . Qattincau and then tho following ensues, and I 
quoto: "Ris" — that is Gattinoau's — "constant efforts as wull as lator 
those of tho countcrintolligonco official for ‘.r.7-7, of the SS Lieutenant 
and ,SD nan von der Ifcydo (who worked on OCT and IS natters in tho YflPO) 
to expand YTIFO’s competence to includo WXJI, caused nuch friction botwoon 
tho two departments. It went so far that in 193U or 1935 I offered iy 
resignation to tho Vorstand in Frankfurt." Only one question. Do you 
knot/ when Vr. von dcr Ifcydc caao to Berli n? • 

A. I do not kn^x tho exact date. I knor ttat von dor Hjydo 
originally worked in Luch-lgshafon, that thon ho w-nt to Berlin in order 

to taku over an agricultural department in tho '.'IPO, and that lator ho 

• • • 

was concerned with questions of draft dcfor.iont, of supervision and of 
socrocy during war and other oat tors. 

Q. That is vory nico, Hitnoss. But you can’t reoenbor when ho wont 
to Berlin,. 

A. Ho, I cannot give you the oxact dato. 

• Q. All right. How, if I toll you tiiat :*e wont to Berlin in 1936, 
would you thon say that your statements, as far as I quoted then, as a 
result of your ignorance of tho arrival of von dor Ifcydo in Berlin, aro 
incorrect? 

A. Ho, not in this caso. Because I only described that lator von 
dor ttjydo's activity as far as it was concerned with Vitfl, gave cause for 
certain friction. 

Q. HitnesG, you ore a Goraan, aren't you? 


l. Yos. 
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Q. Then I uust asI: you to reed the scntcnco once norc. Thun you 
Trill find that you first write that Gattincau's activity and later von 
dor fcydois activity led to something and tlicn later you say, in the 
next sentence, "It went so far that in 1931* or 1935 I tendered ray 
resignation to the Vorstnnd in Frankfurt." 

A. This of course refers only to tho friction at that tiraa with 
Dr. Gattincau, 

- « 

Q. How did you cone to ftoraso it in such a nay that you simultaneously 
includo von dor Ifcydc in tho sentence and thorcloro it raakes it appear as 
if von dor Jfcydo too was responsible for the fact that you tendored your 
resignation in 1931* or 1935? 

A. This is an orror. First of all, I did not phraso this thing and 
see jndly I assuaed that through tho word “later" it would bo raado clear 
that tho following sc.itcnco does not nocossrxily roter to von der Hoyde. 
Furthermore, I think that thoso internal frictions and disputes are of 
no importance at all for this trial. 

Q. Do you mean to say that apart frou possiblo personal disputes 
which you had with various individuals you uakc no reproaches againot 
von der lioyde in tho souse oxpoctod by tho pr osecution hero? 

A. Yes, I agrco.nith you caiplotoly. 

Q. Toll ic, Vitness, do you know what an KJ Lieutenant is? 

A. No, tiic axorossien is voxy vague bccauso as far as I know in tho 
SS tiioro was a ran!: similar to lioutenant but it was called something olso. 

q. Could you say anything abxit von dor ifcydo's relations with 
tho SS? 

A. Ho, I !aiow nothing about that personally. 

DR. IDFFLiAir.i: Then I have no further questions. Witness. 


13086 




30 Aprii 48JL^ri_8-l^Fox (Lea) 
Court 6, Cas© 6 - Comnioaion 


BY IS. BACHSM: 

Q- Dr. Boithinger, two or throe questions. You a ay, on page 2 
of your affidavit,, at the bottoo, that Dr. Il^or Daintalnod or started 
connected with influential and proalnent peoplo in tho government and in 
the Party of wh-n he thought that they would havo great influonco or that 
they would bo pr.vorful. Can you glvo ac ©wcplos to substantiate this 
claim T 

A. Ho, I cannot give any individual oxanplos, but I think that tho 
following phr*sing would bo correct: That Dr. Iignor in developing his 
career in Borlln maintained contact with as aaxv importtfit ns possible 
in Go nanny and abrowl, that ho tried to establish contact with ouch 
pooplc, • nd that ho triod to got to know thoso pooplo in so for ns ho 
bcliovod that they woro important po-plo or that thoy would bocooo such. 
Thio rofors oqually to personalities in tho government or in privato 
industry, 

Q, And in what connection did Dr. Iignor try to ootablioh contact 
with such personalities, in your opinion ? 

A, In ny opinion, this was a natural rosult of his position. 

His position whoroT 

A. His position in Parbon. 

q. Thon you say on tho noxt pago of your affidavit, "Ho know 
C-auloitor Bohlo of tho Porolpi Organisation." Do you know this positively! 

A. Yos, I know positively that Dr. Ilpier voxy Into in 1942 or 
1943 must havo soon C-auloitor Bohlo onco. 

(j. In what connection? 

A. I think in connection with an invitation which Bcichsbonk 
President Punk issued; and I knew that Dr. Iignor was lnvitod and Mr. 

Bohlo was invited too. 

t*. Thon you soy that Dr. Iignor knew most of tho meabors of Dr. 

Bohlo*8 staff. . Can yru givo ce the names? 

A. In this form, this is iv't conplctoly correct without a doubt. 
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It. Ilgncr nust havo known aOveral pooplo becauso as far aa I know ho 
onco had a vory serious dispute, not to say a very serious conflict with 
Mr. Bohlo which ha? to ho ncdiatcd sooohow, hut I do not know any do¬ 
tal Is ?bout it. 

Q, Thoroforo you cannot say positively whothor. outsldo of Mr. 
Bohlo,.ho know othorpooplo fron tho Foroign °r*nr.i*ation. 

A. Ho, at least I cannot giro any naaos. 
q. Furthomoro, you say In the saao connection that ho know OhlenJ 
dorf, tho Chief of tho SD Inland. Do you know when Dr. Ilgnor got to 
know Mr. Ohlondorf? 

A. I oust hog your pardon for a oonont. What I said before roforro$ 
to Ohlondorf. I think you said s ohlo. As for ns # I know, at an In¬ 
vitation at ono tlao Dr. Ilgnor aot M r . Ohlondorf, at loast thoy 
woro both invltod to a hlg evening affair of tho Bolchsbank. Hot with 
Mr. Bohlo. If Bohlo was nontlonod hoforo, X must corroct that. 

V* In ordor to arico it cloar onco aoro, I went to aok about Mr. 
Bohlo. You soy that ho know Mr. Bohlo. 

A. I do not know this at all. I ooouao that slnco ho onco had 
a vory serious dioputo with hln, which bocano known around HWJ7, ho oust 
havo thoroforo known hla personally, hut this 1 # puroly a conclusion. 

q. Then you cjy that Dr. Ilgnor know most of tho mo-abors of his 
staff. I asouso that this rofors to Mr. Bohlo. Do you know thlo posl- 
tivolyr 

A, I havo already answored that hoforo. 

q. And in what senso? Just to nako It cloar. 

A. In tho sons© that I do not know any naaos, hut noroly that 
I assunod it fron his position and freo his nary difficult negotiations 
which Fezhen had to conduct with tho Foreign Organisation hocauoo of ito 
foreign representatives and its exports. Dr. Ilgnor thoroforo muot 
have kn-vn soqo of these people, considering tho position ho hold. 

q, 3ut this is puroly an assueption? . 

A. Yes, purely a conclusion. 

13088 


30 April ( L e a ) 

Court 6, Caso 6 - Conaission 


<■6. Sow I ct*ao to .Mr. Ohlondorf, of whoa you say that ho also know 
hin. I askod you whethor you know when Dr. Ilgner got to know Mr. Oh¬ 
londorf? 

A. About this I know that in 1942 or 1943 or at any rato around 
this tine, an invitation of tho Reichsbank to a dinnor was issuod, at 
which Dr. Ilgner as woll as Mr. Ohlondorf woro guosto. 

(j. Dr. Rclthingor, would you agroo with do if I told you that 
this gathoring was in August 1944? 

A, I const dor it altogether possible. It night havo boon 1944. 

Q. You do not know it positively? 

A, No, I do not. Such things wero completely unimportant for uo. 

Q, you know that Mr. Ohlondorf was at that tino an official of 
tho Roich Economic Ministry? 

A. Yes, I know that ho did havo a position in tho Roich Economics 
Ministry, 

DR. 3ACHEM: Thank you, I havo no f urthor quostlono. 

MR. AMCHANj Just two ainutos. Your Honor. 

(SOSS 1XWIHATI0H 

BY MB. A'lCHAUj 

* e 

Mr. Witness, tho cross ox*in«tlon was concludod yostordny 
oftornoon. How, from that tino until today whon you rosumod tho stand, 
did you confor with (ofonoo counsol? 

A. Yos, tho dofonoo weeks ago showed no ooso docononts from which 
it can bo gathorod that tho actual facts aro dlfforont fron sono of thoso 
which aro contained in tho affidavit; than seno cf tho asousptions stntod 
in the affidavit. 

<i. Did they shew thoso docusonts between tho conclusion of your 
cross examination yesterday and this earning when you took tho Stand? Ia 
that whon thoy showod it to you? 

A. Yos, yesterday too I saw soao such docunonts. 

Q, That is after your - cross exaaination? 

A. Yes. 
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MB. AMCEA1I: So further questions. 

HKDXSBC* SUMIHATIOS 

SY m. HCF3HAHS: 

Q. Witnose, did you over before, or botvcon your crossoxaainatlon 
and this morning, discuss anything with ao? 

t 

A. Mo, I did not speak to you. 

4* Lid anyone approach you and say to you that ho was spodking 
with you as my representative? 

A. Ko. 

(j. Thus you had no contact with ao? 

A. Ho, I havo not had any con tact with you. 

W. You know, *ltnoss, that I saw you yostorday hoforo tho bo¬ 
ginning of your oxanination and th*t wo didn't ovon oxchengo o word; 

Is that corroct? 

A. That is corroct. I sew you yostorday for tho first tioo, con¬ 
sciously. 

Hovortholoss, Witness, you answorod ay questions, you had to 
givo tho 00 answors which yqu garo no today? 

A. I can -nly gi» 0 th"so answors which correspond to tho truth. 
Would you oayi thon, that tho conferring or not conforring 

with you had no influonco on tho testimony you just nado? 

% 

HR. AMCHAH: That is objoctod to as calling for a conclusion. It 
io objoctod to on tho further ground that this particular counsol, Lr. 
Hoffmann, was only inquiring about his own conforoncos with tho witness, 
and ho said ho had no crnforoncos with Ik. Hoffmann. Sow, for him 
to inquiro es to tho conclusions about tho witnoss' conforoncos with 
othor dofenso counsel is of course out of line. 

ES CCHKISSIOHLB: It seems wo aro just wasting time now, and as 
you stated that noithor you nor any one for you consulted with him, that 
exonerates y*u and places tho proper light on your ovidonco. 

IE. HCTFHAHH: Yos, Your F^n-r, I d" not want to have my colloag-- 
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exonerated, but I waited to hare this question answorod. 

THE CCHMISSI052B: C-o ahoad. Procood, 

IS, EQFjy-AiW: And since the objection is in the rowrd, woll, tho 
witness nay anavor then* 

THE COMISSIOSSBt Yes. 
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Q, I asked you, witness, whether la youropinioa the fact that 
you conferred or -had cot conferred had any influence on your prosont 
testinony or not? 

A, In ny opinion, this wag completely unimportant becaoso 
I can only testify to that which I know ocactly and which I cm answer 

IK. EOITKAXH: One Doaoat, please. Then I have no further questione. 

IS. ASCIEJAULR: I have no question of the witness but I have a 
question to the procecution. I want to ask tho prosocution whether 
the prosecution is clear about the fact that this is a defense cross 
examination, Further, I want to ask tho prosecution why it wonted to 
hove all tho other questions treatod in the redirect yosterday; and, 
thirdly, I wont to ask the prosecution whether the prosecution doos 
not know about the suggestion of Judgo Shake that in order to savo tiao 
one con for thio roason, on the part of tho dofenso in such a caso of 
cross examination, talk to the witnoss aftor the croso examination. 

Thoso three questions aro the ones I want to ask tho prosocution. Thon 
the cose is closed as for as I as concerned. 

KB. AMCHAtf: *e will lot the defense counsel's rhetorical questions 
stand on tho rocord and the record will speak for itsolf. Wo aro through 
with this witnoss. 

TEZ COIWISSIOHIB: Tho witness may bo excusod. ThoConmlssion will 
tako a few minutes rococo. 

(A rococo was taken.) 
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DH. MUELLER: Ur. Cosoissioner, in agreement with tho Prosecution, 

I would liko to ask first that this afternoon's session, in view of the 
subaission of the rebuttal documents in open court, not start at 1:30, 
but at 2:30, so that defense counsel eight bo present in open court when 
tho robuttal documents are presented. We have discussed with tho 

9 • 

Prosecution that in view of the postponements which have occurrod, tho 
w itnoss Gcdow, who was scheduled for yesterday, not bo cross-examined 
until Monday, at 1:30, and for that day, it night bo errangod that 
Dr. Ilgncr nay bo prosent during that examination. 

UR. AUCHAN: Dofonsc Counsel is entiroly correct in stating that, 
with your Honor's permission, wo would liko to havo tho proceedings start 
at 2:30 today instead of 1:30 so that thoy can bo present in open court 
when tho robuttal documents are prosonted. 

• # 

THE COMMISSIONER: That will bo satisfactory, and when wo rocoss, 
it will bo until 2:30. Until 2:30 today. 

Ho havo a witness now ready? 

DR. GIERL1CHS: The witness. Dr. fcjdolf ^hnidt, is prosont to bo 
cross oxeminod, and is ready to take tho oath. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Tho witness will raiso his right hand, and 
ropeat aftor no: 

1 swoar by C od tho Almighty and Qanisciont, that I will spoak 
tho pure truth, will emit and add nothing. 

THE WITNESS: 1 swear by God tho Almighty and Onnisciont, that 
I will spoek tho pure truth, will emit and odd nothing. 

THE CdQQSSIONER: You nay be sea tod. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. GTrRIICHS (for Geheinrat Schmitz): 

Q Dr. S c haidt, nay I ask you first to state your full nano 
end your prosont address for the record? 

A ftidolf Scheldt, Cologno-Uaricnburg, von Goethe Strasse 36. 

• • * 

Q Dr. Schmidt, in connection with the DAG complex, you made o: 
a number of affidavits. The Prosecution wishes to cross examine you 
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about two of these affidavits. They are first, your affidavit of 

• • 

3 December 19A7, concerning the relations between the Sparto III of 1,0. 
and the business management of DAG. This is the DAG Document tf 2, 

Defe nse exhibit It 2. Do you have that affidavit in front of you? 

A Yes. 

Q Have you discussed that affidavit during the last few days? 

A Yos, I discussed it. 

Q Do you wish to add anything or change anything in that affidavit? 

9 ® 

A No, nothing in affidavit 2. 

Q Tho second affidavit, about which the Frosocution wishos to 

cross oxnmino you, is your affidavit of 1 D 0 ccnbor 19A7, about tho extent 

• • 

of infonnlng 1,0, Farbcn about the business of tho DAG. This is DAG 
Document 7, Dofonso exhibit 7. Do you wish to add anything or change 
anything in this affidavit which you also discussod with mo? 

• 

A Concerning this affidavit, 1 wish to aako a statement. I went 
to answer how the DAG infonaod I.G. Farbon and tho Aufsichtsrnt as far 

9 • 

ns informing 1,0,. Farbon was concerned. I discussod this in tho first 
paragraph on page two. As far ns the Aufsichtsrnt is concerned, I would 
liko to correct something in ny statement, 

1 said here that wc used tho opportunity to discontinue our 
, quarterly reports. That is corroc t insofar as it concerns tho ontire 
Aufsichtsrnt, in particular tho individual members of tho A ufsiohtsrat. 

A ccording to tho law, it was our duty to give a detailed quarterly 
business report to oach member of tho Aufsichtsrnt insofar as an 

9 

Aufsichtsrnt meeting took place. Wo discontinued tho30 quarterly roj»rts, 
that is correct. I forgot to oontion in my affidavit that wc continuod 
to send our quarterly reports which wore kept quite briof, for several 
more years to tho Chaiman of the Aufsichtsrat. At tho time, tho 
Chains on was — and had been-for decades — a Ur. Wax von Schinkel in 
Hamburg, As I na now infoxned this was done until 1938, 

Q For the record, I would liko to clarify that the witness talko 
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about cpj\rterly reports which are to be translated quarterly reports 
and not threo-oonthly reports. 

Would you please repeat the last sentence? 

A Wo discontinued the so quarterly reports to the individual no mbors 
of tho Aufsichtsrat. 

9 

Q About what tine was that? 

A But wo continued to send then to tho Chaimnn of tho Aufsichts- 

• . 

rat, who was llax von S c hinkel at the tino, but with tho proviso that 
ho was gotting then for his porsonal uso, and was not to hand thorn on to 
tho other membors. When Cohciarat Schmitz, in 1938, bocamc chairman, 
we gavo him that report onco and wo told him how wo handled this ma.ttor 
in the Aufaichtarnt. We asked him too not to hand on thoso reports. 

As for ns 1 know only very brief reports wore then made about turnover 
figuroa and numbers of employees. It is corroct, then that tho A u f- 
sichtsrot os a wholo received reports only during tho yearly Aufsichtsrat 
mootings. If I spoke Liter about a report which 1 rre supposod to havo 
given to Gehoimrot Schmitz personally, this was tho report of tho 
examination by tho Chaaiorcvision and Trouhnnd which, according to tho 
law, had to be submitted to tho Aufsichtsrat. This report was always 
a fairly thick booklot, and I put scree documents into it for Gehoimrot 
Schmitz, seme sentonccs of this report for him to read. The bo woro 
only very few sentences, and thoy referred only to tho fact that tho 
Chemio confirmed to us that our bookkeeping was in good order; and that 
they could cortify that thoy had checked us and everything was in good 
order. Then Gchcimrat Schmitz put this report in front of him on the 
tablo, and it remained there until we took it away. I havo no tiling 
further to add to this affidavit. 

Q Dr. Schmitz, 1 would like to ask you in particular, whether 
1 understand tho contents of your report correctly, reading: You ceased 
to give quarterly reports to the Aufsichtsrat in 1935 and from that tj- 
onwards, you handed these reports to tho chainnan of the Aufsichtsrat 
only? 
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A Yos. 

Q Requesting him not to show it to the other members of tho 
Aufsichtsrat? 

A Yos. . . 

Q Until the year of 1938, Herr l!ax von Schinkel was the chaiman 
of the Aufsichtsrat? 

A Yes. 

• • 

Q Did Herr von Schinkel have any connection with *. G . Farben? 

A No, I do not know whether Herr von Schinkel was in the Auf¬ 
sichtsrat of Farben, after wc had made our ngreanent based on conrnon 
interests. He may have boon, but I don't know. He did not conic frem 
Farben and ho had nothing to do with Fhrben. 

Q T hank you. When Geheiarat Schmitz had become Chairman of 

# • 

tho Aufsichtsrat, after von S c hinkcl loft, did ho roceivo a quarterly 
report once more, in the manoor customary until then, yew callod it 
a vory briof roport, and after that he rccoivcd e report which roferrod 
moroly to tho turn-over figures and tho cnployocs. Did 1 understand 
you corroctly? 

A Yos. 

DR. GIERLICHS: Thon 1 have no further questions to tho witnoss, 
and 1 yield him to the Prosecution for cross examination. 

CHDSS EXAMINATION 

BY UR. AUCHAN: 

Q Ur. Witness, during what period of tino woro you a member 
of the Vorstand of Dynacit A.G.? 

A Fjoo 1 April 1915 until 16 Juno 19A6. • . 

Q What was your special field of activity in Dynaoit A.G.? 

A Our Vorstand consisted of three members. Firstly Dr. Uueller, 
who was c chemist, then originally we had a businessman, and 1 cane 
into the \forstand merely as a lawyer. That was in tho years 1915 whor 
wc were still in Hamburg. T hero wo had Gohciarat Aufschlaeger as 
Chemist in the Vorstand and General Consul Richter as businessman, 
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ard Berkemeyer also as businessman. I was called merely as a lawyer 
and I remained there as a legal expert right to the end. 

Q So you were the lawyer on the Vorstand of Dynamit A.G. during 
your entire period of service, is that right? 

A I was there as a legal expert, but ay sphere of work went beyond 
that, owing to the fact that the entire previous training of the Vorstand 
□embers varied, without any actual plan we automatically distributed the 
work accordingly. Anything that had to do with manufacturing, factories, 
and similar matters, anything in the chemical field, was the special 
field of Dr. Mueller. Anything concerning contracts, real estate, tax, 
personnel questions, and in particular, keeping records and documents of 
the Aufsichtsrat and General aeetinga, the observation of our affiliated 
companies, the explosives Syndicate, agreements, all of that was my field. 

Q Your field as the legal advisor, ia that right? 

A What did you say? 

, Q I said, your field as legal advisor? 

A As oentoer of the Vorstard. I was a member of tho Vorstand with 
previous legal training. 

Q But, did I understand you, when you described the various 
subject-matters and fields of activity that you dealt with, that you 
dealt with that as to the legal ard adainistrative aspects? Tho 
administrative aspects frem the legal point of view, is that correct? 

A I handled them in ny capacity as a Vorstand oenber and I ted 
been called to do this in particular because I had had logal training. 

Q I am still not quite clear, Mr. Witness. Do jou refer to the 
various ratters that you dealt with in Hamburg in Dynamit A.G., tho 
various t ie-ups between Dynamit A.G. in the company personal and other 
natters. Now, when you looked after those ratters, did the nature of 
your work, in looking after those ratters, were those logal matters 
that you were looking after in that connection of a business legal natu 
A Of course, they were all ratters which had to be handled by 
a member of the Vorstard. He were only three members in the Vorstand, 

13097 



3® Aprii-il-IL-10, 11 , 12 -6- Raaler (Inti dudich) 

Court VI Case VI COOnSSJON 

but cwing to ay previous legal training, it seemed obvious that I would 
naturally deal with these acfainistrative jcba. I acted as a member of 
the Vorstand,. 

Q Now, ycu testified a moment ago, on your direct examination, that 
you conferred with Dr. Gierlichs with respect to the affidavits, and 
you particularly undertook to make changes and additions and corrections 
with respect to your affidavit DAG Document 7. Did I correctly underatard 
that to be the situation? 

• 

A I did rot make these corrections at the suggestion of Hr. 

0 ierlichs, but tfien I was called here, of course 1 read through all my 
affidavits once more, ard 1 know free Troisdorf, because 1 ara still 
working there now, that a letter was picked up which coincided with 
this information, and 1 saw froe this that we still govo reports to tho 
Chad man. I would have made that statement on oy own. 

Q Wen, to bo sure that 1 understand you, is it your testimony 
that while you were at Troisdorf, whon you lcamod that tho Prosecution 
found certain lettors, you had knowledge then that tho Prosecution founi 
thoso lottors, and after having obtained that knowledge, you yoursolf 
voluntarily undertook to make additions to your affidavit DAG nurfcor 7« 
Now, is that a fair statement of tho situation? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, in your affidavit DAG Documont 2, you refer to a 
conversation which Dr. Uucllor had at Bosch's hceao in Heidelberg, and 
you say Bosch told Kioller that Gajcwski was not Uuollcr's suporior. 

A Yes. 

Q Now, do 1 correctly understand that you yourself wore not 
pr03ent at that conversation? 

A I was not present. 

Q And do I correctly understand your testimony to be that you 
learned about that conversation free D r . Paul “uellcr, is that right? 

A Yes. 
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Q 7/he re is Dr. Paul Mueller now? 

A He is dead. 

Q Now, could you fix the tiae of th 2 t conversation? When did it 
take place? 

A I carrot give the tine. If 1 try to firri the reason for the 
conversation, it nrust hnvo been in the spring or oarly airamcr of 1927, 
but perhaps evon in winter. Our agrees*!*, to affiliate with l.G. 
originated fran August, September, 1926. At the tine, wo g<* accustomed 
to that relationship, end the discussion had boen caused by differences 
botween D r . Mueller and Gq jew ski. I knew at the boginning, it had bom 
said, that wo should contact Dr. Kuohne who was in Leverkusen, sinco 
wo in Troisdorf and Cologne wore closo to lovcrkuscn, and sometimo later 
the conversation took placo, it might only have been aftor the Sparton 
woro farmed arri D r . Cajowski became chiof of a Spnrte. It was shortly 
aftor Dr. £r jowski had triod to ihterforo in our business somcidioro or 
othor immediately aftor the conversation, Dr. Muollor told mo about it 
and again later on on many occasions ho repeated tho conversation to mo 
vorbally in his usually lively way. 

Q Now, if you planso note in your affidavit DAG 0 2 , you fix 
1929 as tho dato when tho Sparto sot-up occurrod. 

A Tos. 

# 

Q Now, doos that help you to fix moro exactly tho time *^cn this 
conversation between D r . Uucller arri Gcheiarat B oseh eccurrcd? 

A Now, that I read it through again, 1 think this conversation 
must have taken placo after the Sparten had boon sot-up because it had 
been agreed that we wero assigned to Sparto III. At any rate, this is _ 
about twenty or eighteen years ago, and * really don’t know it by heart. 

Q I c-ro trying to get your best recollection, and am asking 
whether the dato 1929 is helpful to you in trying to fix tho time when 
this conversation, as you say, occ urred. Was it a year aftor, two 
years after? How long after tho setting up of tho Sparten? 
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A I assume a few months after tho Sparten were set up. 

• Q Then 1939 is a fair estimate of the time, is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q itoon I say 1939, i neon 1929. 

A Yes, 1929. 

Q Wore any written orders issuod by F ar ben, sotting down the 
respective spheres of authority of Gajewski and Dr. Uuollor? 

A No. 

Q So do I correctly understand that the fields of authority 
rospcctivoly, between Gajewski mi D r . dueller, wore based entiroly 
upon tho oral directive , as you say, which Geheimrat Bosch nv.uo at 
that conversation or conference in 1929? 

A This is Just the point. This conversation, insofar as it 
concoms the reason for the meeting was conducted with vory fow twrda. 
Whon tho two gontlcnon came to Bosch, Dr. Uuollor first put tho quostion 
and ho told no that repeatedly, he asked, "Is Dr. Gajewski my suporior?" 
Gchelarat Bosch only answorod "No*. After thet D r . Uuollor only said: 
in that caso, we nood not discuss it any further. I shell sottlo 

• 4 

ovoxy thing else with Dr. G*.Jcwski alono, and thus the entire conversation, 
was completely concluded and finished, insofar as it mneornod tho 
purpose of the mooting. Seme technical questions mitfit have boon 
din cussed, but competence between Gajewski and Roller was no longer 
discussed. Dr. Uuollor told no that repeatedly. 

Q Yes, I understood that, Ur. Witness, you stated that in your 
affidavit. But my question, Ur. l&tncss, is, is that tho sourco of 
authority from which you say the different fields of oithority and 
Jurisdiction between Gajewski and Dr. Uuwller were fixed? Do you 
understand ay question? 

A Whether the authority between these two gentlemen were 

• • _ • 

fixed, — well, nothing was laid dewn, orally, as far as I know. I 
only knew that D r . Mueller alone was can potent for. the D.A.G. 

Q I am asking you about the respective authorities 1 of Dr. 
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Mueller ard D r . Gajewski, and ^ cm asking you whether the lire of 
danarkation between the authority of Go Jew ski and Kieller fird their 
source fran this conversation between Bosch, Mueller, and Ge Jew ski in 

1929? 

A tes. W^th that discussion the entire conflict of authority 
had been settled, 

UR, AUCHAN: O.K. 

THE COMMISSIONER: This migit bo a ©x>d breaking point. We have 
only a few minutes sore, so wo will recess until 2:30. 2:30 today. 

(A recess was takon.) 
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ARBWOOM SESSION 

(The hearing reconvened at lliJO hours, 30 April 19U8) 

THE UARSI1U.: The Comission for Tribunal VI is now in session. 

CROSS EZA11D1A7I0H 


BY 1R. ALCHA1!: 

Q. Ur. Witness, before the recess you wore discussing the conference 
of 1929 between Bosch, Gajewski, and Dr. lAieller. How isn't it a fact that 
the arrangement uade at that conference about which you testified depended 
upon the pleasure of Bosch and the Vorstand of I. G. Farben, isn't that the 
fact? 

A. The agreement in Heidelberg had been nade by Bosch. Bosch was 
in the Vorstand of Farben. I don't know; of course that was tho agreement 
betweon Far bon and Dr. liieller. 

Q. But the respective authorities which you say Bosch laid out 
betweon Oajer/ski and Dr. lAioller, that was Wholly dopondont upon the 
pleasure of Bosch, isn't that so? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How do I understand your testimony to be that after this conforenco 
of 1929 between Bosch, Uueller and Gajewski, Farben exercised no influence 
in tho business affairs of Dynaait, A.G.? Is that your testimony? 

• A. That FSr ben had no Influence? Ho, of course not. That only 
referred to the business management within the DAO itself. That shouldn't 
mean that Far ben hod no influence on tho business management of the DAG. 



Q. Do I correctly understand your testimony that even after this 
agreement in 1929 which you aention?d^Fartc^ still exercised influenoo in 

statement of your 

testimony? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How after this agreement\to. 1& 9. .tb£t 'o?/ n110ned and T * hen 1 
say "agreement," I always mean this 1929. that is what I an 


referring to, in Heid&erg. How after this conference in Heidelberg, did 

Dynamit A.G. iiave a froo hand with respect to conducting its business, or 
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did it have to get the approval of Far be- in c-rtain important matters? 

A. Of course, it did not have complete froedces to conduct its 
business affairs the way it considered it correct, it referred only to 
the conduct of the business affairs and the relationship between Farbon 
and DAO was put in order by the co cnun ity of interests agroemont. Of 
course, this agreement existed. 

The agreement in Heidelberg itrely said tixat tho business managonent 
of the DAO wore only supposed to be conducted witixin the framework of tho 
community of interests agreecent. 

Q. Her if Eynardt A.G. wanted to transfer a factory, say, for 
Instance a factory for the manufacture of electric fuse wires, did it 
havo to obtain tho approval of Gajowski of I.G. Farbon to do that, or could 
it do it without his approval? 

A. To soil tho factory you Doan? 

Q. To transfer tho factory. 

A. TJhat do you no an by "transfer"? Docs that moan to soli it or to 
movo it? If wo wanted to move a wholo plant from ono placo to anothor 
placo, tro would have had to buy real estate, ajxl in order to do that wo 
had to ask first. If no wanted to novo ono dcportent of tho plant to 
another placo in tho plant, then no did not ask. Cf courso, it depends 
on tho sizo. 

Q. All right. ;*k>w lot me show you Prosecution Exhibit 2155, HI-l!i097. 
This is a lottor addrossod to Dynanit A.G. in February 193U, copy of which 
wont to Dr. Gajows!d. of Farbon. flow will you please look at the document 
and toll ne bother or not that refreshes your rocolloction that in 193U 
Bynomit A.G. had to get tho approval of Gcjcwski in order to be able to 
transfor the clcctic fuse wire factory. Doos that iocuacnt refresh your 
rocolloction for that purpose? 

A. ‘./ell, ibis is an application, 

Q. Do you understand cy question, ii - . i.’itr.oss? 

A. Yes. This is a letter to the DAG and there oust have boon an 
application from us before that about the approval for tho expenditures 
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30 Apr u8-17~3-A-AEH-Gaj’lord (Int. Lea.) 

vihich would bo caused t rj coving this plant Tor slactric fuses. These 
costs rre had to apply for froa the Tea anc bore it was confirmed to us 
that Dr. Gajcrrsli approved of the fact that those expenditures would bo 
granted. This refers to the factory of cloctric fuso wires which was 
within our general aroa in Troisdorf. It was part of the plastic factory 
and was moved into tho fuse factory. This was nitliin this Toa approval 

• » 4 

about the approval of expenditures for plants. 

Q. Just a uLnutc, witnoss, ploasc. This document that you havo. 
Exhibit 2155, :n-lii097, Td.ll you please loo 1 : at photostatic copy of 
that document r_xl toll no what date is on tlict docuaent? 

A. Tho 5th of Pobruary 1$3U. 

Q. All right. How, Ur, Witness, when t^niaiit A.G. wanted to construct 
a now plant, did it havo to got tho approval of Earbon or could it do it 
on its own without Farbon's approval? 
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A To build a njw plant? For that it had to ask first. 

0 Mow in 1937, if Dynaait A.G. wanted to construct the plant 
for the production of formaldehyde, did it have to apply to FaHjun For 
permission tr construct such a plant, or c'aild it do it without securing 

9 

Farbun's permission? 

/. In 1937, we didn't build any plint for formaldehyde. 

«• Mow I shew you Pr<‘secution Exhibit 2157, which is NI-l5l6U| r ’ v> 

I ask you whether or iv't that document which is the minutes of the mooting 

0 

of the chemical ewitUe of Parbon in April 1937, does that docunant 
refresh your recollection that the reason why you cculd not build ... Dors 
that doennent, the minutes of the mci ting of the chemical coemittco of 
Farbon on 17 Aoril 1937 — 

A 1937? 

C That is right. How one ncoont end wvit for tho question. Loos 
that document refresh ycur rccfllection that the reason why Dynranit 
A.G. did n«t build a formaldehyde pl*nt in 1937 was bocausn Karbtn turned 
down the r.<;uost -f Dynomit ».0. U- construct such c plant? Due this 
document refresh your recollection t * that extent? 

n Ho, because, I don't know that we wanted to build a formaldehyde 


l] Do ycu s *g in the document U.is sentence. "The chemical oanrittea 
acccdo to tho wish of Troisdorf to set un tno plant for formaldehyde 
os the r»as.:ns for sotting up the Lcrarkuson factory aro inexorably n.»ro 
important." Do you see that sentence? 

A Yes. * 

l* Ni-w tto Troisdorf mentioned th«re, d.»es that refer to Dyivuait 
A.O.? 

/. Yes. This says that DAG wanted to build a plant not a factory — 
a plant for f-raaldchydc in Troisdorf — rni evidently in Leverkusen 
one was also constructed and one rightly said why there should be plants 
at both places. Therefore, there shouldn't be one at troisdorf. 
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I knew nothing about it personally. I don't knew whether I ever knar 

that we rented to or intended to construct this plant because 1 ha a 

* • 

nothing to «lo with tha manufacture. 

Q ‘- it it not a fact that Dynaait k. 0. had to sufcnit its applica¬ 
tions for CTcoits to *arben's Tea? Isn't that ft fact? 

a To hand in the credits tc Ten? Yos. 

Q And is it not the fact thatr.s lata us 193li, Dymunit <..G. would 
sutait its credit aoolications tc Gajewaki f ir transmittal to the Toa -v for 
presentation tc the Tea? That is correct, is It net? 

A Yes. 

U And le it not a fbet that Gajewski as late cs 1931* would rcpularly 
inforn Dr. fcuwllor of Dynaait *.G. uf the notion of th* Ton with rospcct 
tc the Approval or disapprove! of its credit applications? Isn't that so? 

A Dr. HuoUor nna hi-wclf in the Tea. a*rcfyro Dr. Onjawaki ' 
did not need to. inf am him as tc whet was .-oijy on in the Tea boouusc 
Dr. Muollor ms present hiasclf. 

0 I show yy:, 'Jr. Witness, Dcwa-int *«I-12£96 which we offer in 
ovidmeo as Prrswc'Jtiun Exhibit 233«. That is a latter of 11 April 
1931* frc*i the -'ofrnJ.int Gajewaki tc General Director of Tr'isdorf 
Mew, la-, witnoss, this document refresh yrur rccrlloction that 

the defen Jant Gajcwtki at the tiwu referred to in tills d«»cu»rwnt April 
193li prosrnt«fd thn credit applicati^is of Dynnmit A.O. Toa and thon 
informed Dr. Vuoller of the acti.si taken by the Tea? Does this <iccui»,nt 
refresh your recollection for that punx-so? Dees it or dors it not? 

A This hfts nothing tc do with Ten—this letter. This is c book¬ 
keeping matter, a copy cf the beckkeoping accounts aitf sales and pur- 
c ha sing figures. This has n-> thing .tc <y. with Tea. 

<! »hat doas thn allocation cf 302,000 Maries f.-r Iivisdrof refer 
to? 

A This is a credit of 302,000 marks. This is not money which m. rec¬ 
eived, but w* just wrote- off 302,000 marks for scac purpose. This is a 
bookkeeping natter. 
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This isrnot a credit. 

C, ire y.Ai familiar with the tmnsactii-a referred to in this 
document? 

n You man am I fan!liar with wlat is c-xiccmed here the amount 
written off? Ho, I don't knew anything abiut it. This is a rot y small 
amount: 300,OCX) nan's. 

(! A f ycu say /ax don't knew a thing about it, there is nothing ym 
con toll us about it. Could we just let Dr. Hoffmann make his announce¬ 
ment? 

CR. HOVTrUHd ( f<ir tho defendant i.ubrns): Your Honor, according to 
the plan •'r ini schedule, the next witness w»xild be Dr. Alt. After 
conferring with the prosecution ami vith Dr. Cicrlichs, I don't think 
that it will be p^saiblo for Dr. Alt.to be examined hare today. There¬ 
fore I ask that he an*' I bo cxcusod trd.*.y boctuso we havo n lot of pas¬ 
sing wer): to do fer thu defense. 

HI. aVCHAlI: That is agroucble to tho pr-s.cutlcn and m* will fix u 
day curtain for tin examination of that witness. 

W5 P.'aST.LCVT: Tho agrvtsont is roc opted. 

BY M«<. 

f; New Ur. Witness, you mentioned the fact that Dr. Mueller of 
Dynandt A.»». himself presented tho credit applies.ti< ns to tho Tor., is 
that rifht? 

/. t*e submitted them via Spartc III, but then he himself represented 
then in tho Toa in Frankfurt. Ho gave the r case ns fer thua because ho was 
a moulcr of tha Toa. 

Dr. Muollor? * 

A Dr. Kuellor, yes. 

Q Mow, isn't it a fact that the only reason tfiy Dr. Nucllor proont- 
cd tha Dynnuit A.C. applicati ru to the Toa himself was because Fru-bcn 
ahd Gnjcrrski thcu^it it would bo sixtier as an administrative matter t-> 
have him personally presented to the Toa rothcr than through Spcrte HI? 
Isn't that the fact? 
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A X must confess I didn't understand the quostim. 

.. ^.Aild you please listen and I will rupoat it slowly f*»r ycu. Is 
it noU the fact that the reason why Dr. teller presented the credit 
applications of nynaait A.G. Tea hinsclf rattor then through Sparte HI, 
ian't the reason dun to the fact that Farbsn-and Gajcwski thought that . 
it would be siller as a natter of administration to have Dr. lUell.r 
present it personally to the Tea rather than through Spnrto III? How 
do you understand ny question? 

A Yes. It wasn't that Dr. Huellor personally submitted the credits 
to the T«aj It wssn't like that. Tho DAG submitted the credits via 
Sparte in to Tea. fluit was a few weeks before the session. If tho 
Toa session thon sat, for «au*mplo, in Frankfurt, Dr. Hu*. 11 or mail*? drive 
to Frankfurt for tho session and if thon discus si ns wore held in the 
Sea as to whether the credit w~s necessary as V- idrothor the funds should 
be expended by us, then Dr. Uuellor personally defended this applica¬ 
tion. In ottor words, ho did not subnit tixsa personally but to defended 
then; he guvo rocsons for then pers* Rally in the Toa. They wore submit¬ 
ted by the DAG. 
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Q. My ouestion la, isn't it a fact that the reason why. ho, as 
a representative of the DAS, subeltted these things to the SEA was because 
Gajevski, in ^parte III, pemitted hin to do it in the interest of 
siapler administration/ Isn't that the fact, that Gajevski authorized 
and permitted hin to present those applications hinself on behalf of 
Zfcrnanit.AG? Is that the fact or is it not? ' 

A. Vail, after Dr. Mueller— ‘fell, whatever was discussed between 
those two gentlesen, I don't know. However, it was obvious that if 
Dr. Mueller woe sitting in at the TEA around the table where all these 
people wore sitting, and the application of Troisdorf was discusted, then, 
of course, not Dr. Gajevski but Dr. Mueller would say why this credit 
or why this er^enditure was necessary. That wne obvious fron the fnct 
that he, as a nenber of the TEA, was sitting in nt the TEA. 

Q. Well, I show you x»rosecution Exhibit 2156, which Is HI-14099. 

Ho**, that is a latter of 28 nareh 1934 fron Oajawski to Director General 
i*aul Mueller of Troiadorf. Is that right? 

A. Tea. 

Q. Now, do you note, at the beginning of the second nrrngreph 
Gajevski stating, I an quoting: ^In your absence I hrd n telephone 
conversation with Dr. Mueller, nnd we orrantted thrt in the future you 
should sutnlt the credits required for your plants, because I shall not 
be able, in the near future, to acouaint myself with the natter 

a 

sufficiently.* And so on. How, ny cmestion to you, la*, witness, is 
Does this dominant, the letter froa Gnjavskl to iiueller, refresh your 
recollection that the reason why .mailer was peruitted to present the 
Dynanlt AG crjdit applications before the TEA was not beceuse ..ueller had 
authority to do it in his own right, but only because Gajevski nuthorized 
hin to cake those applications to the TEA? Do you understand ny question, 
Mr, 'fitness? 

A. Yes, Veil, I cannot reoeaber this letter. It states here 
that Dr. Gajevski telephoned ne, and certainly that is correct. 
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Q, Does it refresh your recollection for the purpose I nentioned? 

A. Veil, this is An «grdecent between Dr. Gajewski and Dr. huollor 
to thd effect that Dr. Mueller should he the representative in uaklng 
credit applications hinself, because he would not he able to do so. 

Of course, Dr. Gajewski was director of the Sorrte, end we belonged to 
it in the organization, therefore. It was obvious that Dr. Gajewski 
would give the reasons. However, practically speaking, it was always 
Dr. Mueller who gave the reasons, because he was present. 

A. I Just want to add this. 

Mr. Witness, please keep the Question in nind. The Question 
is, does that doeunent refresh your recollection os to the reason why 
Dr. Mueller was peruitted to cake those applications in person, rather 
than through Sporte III, to the TZA? Just keep the Question in nind, 
please. 

A. I don't know. 

Cj. You ftean the doctr.ent does not refresh your recollection ot 
it does? 

A, X cannot do anythingporo than soy what I did. 

Q. All right. How — 

A. a condition wns supposed to be legally established the way it 
hcd already practically developed, that Dr. Itueller should represent 
his own natters personally. That is, in the future he would do it 
hinself. 

Q. A 11 right. How, then, vas there technical collaboration between 
Dynaolt AG and Soarte II17 Con you answer that yes or no? Did you 
understand the auestion? 

A. Ho. 

k, I will repent. Vas there technical ccllcboration or collaboration 
as t i technical natters between Sparta III of Farben and Dynanit AO? 

A. Yes. 

Q, There is no doubt about that in your nind, is there? 

A. Ho. 
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Q, Can you give ne tha period of tine you are talking about? 

A. The whole tina. 

Q. Sow I vent to ba sure — 

A. Technical coooaration between Sparta III and us? I had nothing 
to do with technical natters, but in ny opinion that always existed. 

Q. Wall, let aa sea if I can, in addition; refresh your recollection 
I show you docurent SI-13634, which we offer as ?rocedutlon Exhibit 2339. 
It is a letter dated 20 February 1945, fros I.G. Farban — 

A. 1945? 

<*> 20 February 1945. It is addressed by Sparte III of 1.0. Farban 

copy of it goes to Gajevski. It is addressed to the Gau Acononic Chanbor. 
How, I an calling your attention to pnrcgraoh 3, on the first page, ‘.jj 
which reads: 

"Furthermore, the connection between Ifolfen end the explosivoo 
concern of Zfc'nacit-Sotel, a.G., to which further numerous plants belong, 
oust be naintalned, especially fro-, the technical standpoint." 

Now, Hr. ‘.'itness, does this document further refresh your recollect¬ 
ion that even as late as 1945 the technical collaboration between tynanlt 
A.0, and Sparte III of Farben continued dntinterrupted? Does thio 
docunent refresh your recollection for that purpose? 

A. Yes. 

3. How, have you got ycur affidavit, DAG docunent Ho. 7, before 

you? 

A. Yes. 

Q, How, on page 2 of that docunent you state that 1 . 0 . was naturally 
interested as a result of the workin.; rgreeuent—and I ocour.e you are 
referring to the working agreement between Farben end D/nonit AG of 
1926, Do you see that? 

a. On pege 2, you nean? 

Q. That is right. The sentence begins: "On the other hand, IG 
w?.b naturally interested cs a result of the working agreenent and the 
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oanrerclal results of our business, since we, of course, have to turn 
over our jrofits at the end of the year." 

Do you see that oert of your affidavit? 

A. Tes. 

Q. And then you say, "For this reason" — and I essune you are 
referring to the working a^reenent between Ift-nanit AO and Ferben of 
1926, Is that right? 

A. Yes. 

Q, You say, "For this reason **e sent in reports at regular inter¬ 
vals concerning sales, noney receipts, end so forth." Sow, Mr. Witness, 
how regular were these intervals that you sent the sales reports of 
Dyncnit AO to Forben? 

D3. OIZoLICBS: In order to clear u» the record, I would like to 
point out that there is a alstake in the Anglich translation of this 
affidavit. The Oernan text reads. • "Agreement for oamnlty of interests. 
A working agreement is not at nil centioned in the affidavit. 

BY MR. AhCEAH: ~ 

Q, VeU, "r. Witness, to be sure we understand each other, by thio 
working agreerent, which, correctly or incorrectly, I ascribe to you, 
you ore reforrii* to the Interesoeiv;e..einschaft, that is, tho agreement 
between Ferben and DAO of 1926, is that right? 

A. In rry affidavit, I rennt those rsports which we sent in, on 
the basis of our agreement for cormxnity of intorest, to Farben. That 
is, soles receipts, expenses, and oinilar natters. This is addressed 
to the Vorstard of Farben, and we submitted these. 

Row, ay question, to. Witness, is, limiting yourself for a 
uonont only to the sales r«x>rts,'bov regular were the intervals at 
which you sent such reports to Farben? 
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A You a ©an tho development of sales? Wo didn't-give aqr 
saloa reports. W e gave the turnover reports. I do n otknow. I think 
ovary quarter—probably evory quarter, ifeybo ovory month, but I as- 
suno every quarter. 

Q How, to whoa in I. G. Farbon did you sond — 

A To tho Vorstand. 

« 9 | 

Q ArybotJjr elso in Farbon to i.hai you sont theso solos turn- 
ovor roports? 

A I do not know. 

Q Did tho I. 0. Farbon Central ^ookkoeping Departaont got a 
copy of thoao aalos tumovor reports? 

A Ts tho Bookkeeping Dopartaont? 

Q f hat is right, tho Central Bookkooping Doportnont of I. G. 
Farbon. Did thoy got thoao ropurts? 

* I think thoso reports about t'.vt financial status wore 
sent to tho Central Financial AAiiniatrationj i.hothor thoy wont to 
tho Bookkcoping Dopartaont, 1 do not boliovo so. 

Q fo*. aro ycu talking about tho reports of tho solos, tho 
tumovor salos figures? 

A What I know about it?. 

Q No. First, I rant to bo 3uro wo oro talking about tho 
sano thing. Aro you Ratifying now about tho reports dealing with 
tho turnovor figures as to tho sales of Dynoait AO? Is that what you 
aro roforring to now? 

A Tos. 

Q Lat us limit it, for tho tiro boing, to thoso turnovor 
fi&iros as to salos and unless I include other kinds of roports just 
ossuno I cs asking yai about tho salos roports. How, than, ay ques¬ 
tion is: Did tho I. 0. Farbcn Control Finance Departnont got a copy 
of those salos reports? 

A I assuue so, tat I rcwld not sir oar to it that tho reports • 

did go to the Central Finaneo Department — 
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Ccurt No. VI, Case Ho. VI - Cccnission 

Q Of I. G. Farbon? 

A The Contra! Finance of Farben, yes, 

Q Now, would tho dofontbnt Schuitx got a copy of those solos 

reports? 

“ I don't think ho got then for us; but I don't know. 

Q Did Ga Jen ski got a oopy of thoso sales reports of Dynamit 
AO? 

A I don't think ho got that fren us; but I don't know. 

Q Did tho Ton office of Farbon got a copy of thoso sales 

reports? 

A I don't think so. That had nothing to do with Toa. 

Q But you aro not sure whothor they got it or not; is that 
your testimony? 

A That is right. I au not auro. 

. Q Aro you far.il iar Kith thoso solos roports? 

A T saw then, but I did not Mko then out pysolf. 

Q Is it not a fftet that in thoso sales reports tho turnovor 
figuros includod tho figures with rospoct to nilitary explosives? 

Isn't that tho fact? 

A /.s far as I knew, yos. 

Q Now, will you turn to page U of your affidavit. I diroot 
your attention to yoir statement fihoro which says, and I an quoting: 
"Whon tho tusinoss of tho DAO become wore and non influenced by mil¬ 
itary natters" — do you soo that? 

A Yos. 

Q "about which wo wore also obliged to secrocy towards tho 
i.ufsichfcsrat" — 

A los. 

Q — "wo took that opportunity to dispense entirely with our 
quarterly reports." 

A Yes. 

Q "Then the AuTsichtsrat was only given c report at tho yearly 
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Aufsichtsrat looting.“ 

A .light. 

Q Tien you say, "Horo we were not allowed to raontion mil¬ 
itary natters." Do ycu see that? 

A Yes. 

f 

Q Could you tall ne, !tr. Witness, when did tho business of 
Dynanit AG become more and uoro influenced by military natters, which 
necessitated Dyncnit AG's discontiming sending Fcrben its quarterly 
reports that ycxi refer to? Hhon did that occur? 

* Tho quarterly roports to Farbon, did I understand you cor- 
roctly? To discontimo thoso quarterly reports of Farbon, is that 
what ycu moan? 

Q Isn't that wtat yew say on your affidavit on page h? Are 
yrn not roforring to tho quartorly roports of Dynanit AO? 

A Cn this pago 2, they-have ivothing to do with each other. 

Q Jr . Witness, Just wait ono nenont for tho question. I 
just road to you a paragraph on pego U of your affidavit, DAG Docu- 
nont No. 7. 

Q Have you got that paragraph boforo you? 
k Yos. 

Q Do you rofor in that paragraph to quartorly reports which 
Dynanit AG sent to Farbon? Do you rofor to thoso or not? 

A No. 

q Toll no what reports yrn ore referring to thoro and show 
mo whoro it is. 

k 0n Pa e° 2 of No. 7, tho quarterly roports submitted to tho 

• 

Aufsichtsrct discontinued, and the:' were prescribed by law and wo 
limited ourselves to giving theu in written fore and to holding an 
Aufsichtsrat session overy year. Wo discontinued to make thoso 
quarterly reports. 

Q hr. Witness, let's take it ono stop at a tine and soo if 
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wo make bettor progross. Just look at your affidavit. You say there, 
and I am quoting: 'Wion tho business of the DaO became more and more 
influenced by military ratters" — 

A Yes. 

Q — "about which wo were also obliged to socrecy towards 

9 

tho Aufsichtsrat, wo took that opportunity to dispense entiroly with 
our quarterly reports." Do you soe that sentence? 

A Yes. 

q iThat quarterly reports are you referring to thoroin? 

A T? those quarterly reports which, according to tho Goman 
law, wo had to send to ovory comber of tho Aufsichtsrat quarterly. 

Q Haw, did ycu also have in those quarterly reports tho 
turnover figures as to tho sales which oontainod tho fipiroo on mil¬ 
itary explosives? 

k t* far ns I rcnoibcr, wo inforood the /aifsichtsmt of no 
turnover figuros in tho qurrtorly reports, nono ct all. 

Q In what reports did you advise I. 0. Forbon of tho turnover 
figuros as to sales and indicated tiioroin tho figuros cs to military 
oxplosivos? What kind of rop.'rto wore thoso? l 'orc thoy difforont 
froa tho quartorly roports? 

A Yos, certainly. Thoy had nothing to do with oach othor. 

Q Mow — 

A Thoy woro quite difforont ones. 

q How, lot's nako suro wo understand oach othor. Toll no 
how ofton did Dynanit ..0 transmit roporta containing tho turnovor 
figuros ns to its salos of military explosives? How ofton woro ouch 
reports trans’iitted to Farbon by Cynanit AG? 

A Yos. 

q Hew ofton? 

A How ofton? I said I assUuc quarterly. 

Q Mow, when did you discontinue sanding those reports which 
contained tho turnover figuros as to military explosives to Farbcn? 

13116 




30 Apr li8--A~J!B-20-5-Fox (Int. Lea) 
Court No. VI, Case No. VI - Ccsiission 


When did you discontimo Bonding thoso roports? First, let mo ask you, 
did you discontimo sending thoso reports? 

A I don't think so. 

Q Is it a fair statenant then to say that the quarterly re¬ 
ports containing tho turnover figures as to too sales of nilitary ex¬ 
plosives wore conti rxially sent by Dynanit,AG to Farbon fran tho 
period of 193U right through the end of tho war? Is that a fair 
statemont? 

A I think it is. 

Q Now toon, in your affidavit, in Docunont No. 7, DAG, tho 
quarterly roports you rofor to sro different kinds of reports is that 
right? 

A In docunont No. 7, I only speak of thoso quartorly roports 
which wont to tho Aufsichtsrat tut not of such yos, to Farbon, tho 
first part to Farbon and tho socond part was sont to too Aufsichtsrat. ^ 

Q And what did ycu — ' 

A Two difforont onos. 

Q loud bottor toll no now what was contained in thoso reports 
that you are ref or ring to on page U, which you say were discontimod. 
What was tho substance of thoso roports? Voro thoso Just financial 
statements? 

A TToll, thoso quarterly roports which woro discontinued, 1 
cannot toll ycu today what was in then. According to tho law, it was 
prescribod that tho entire j.ufsichtsrat should bo informed quarterly 
about tho wholo business. This noant tint to rough tho roports tho 
Aufsichtsrat nenbors would bo put in c position to tovo a cloar pic- 
turo about our business, about our financial noa.w, and about tho 
financial and comorcial situation of tho wholo conpany. From tho 
very beginning, wo did this very surs«rily, and from tho beginning wo 
did not give tho individial ncubors a dotailod picturo. Wo always 
restricted ourselves and raced no figures. Just generally we described 
and listed the fields which wo had handled and we merely said whether 
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the turnover was decreasing or increasing. And gradually those wore 
just vague reports so that we wore glad that wo had reason to dis¬ 
continue then. I know that the acsbers of the Aufsichtsrat did not 
roceiva any detailed figures. 

Q How, an I correct in understanding yew that the answer 
you just gavo did not rotor to the quarterly roports which containod 
the tumovor figured as to salos of nilitary explosives? Your answer 
did not ref or to thcBe reports; is that right? 

That is right. 

Q And to bo entirely cloar, that wo understand each othor, 
it is a fact, is it not, that the quarterly reports which containod 
tho turnover sales figures as to nilitary explosives continued to 
be sont by Dynanit AO to Farbon without interruption for tho ontiro 
period from 193U through 19U5; is that right? 

A T as suns so, yos. I said this nornlng that wo sont thoso 
quarterly roj >rts to Hr. von Schiogol whan, as a chairman, thoso ro- 
ports meant for tho Aufsichtsrat, with tho figures of tho tumovors 
and tho number of tho staff. Thoso wont to tho Aufsichtsrat. 
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Q Mr. Witness, try to speak a little acre slowly because it 
is too much of a burden with the interpreters keep up with you. 

TfE C0HCS5I0HER: !fr. ^nchan, is it going to be very long? 
HF1. i'J*CHAN: I an sorry; I think this rould be an appropriate 
tine for a short recess. 

THE CDICJISSIONER: We will recess 'for about fifteen pimte3. 

• 4 

(A recess was taken.) 
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THE MARSHAL: The Cccnission is again in session. 

BY IB. AMCHAN: 

Q Ur. Witness, is it not a fact that since the end of 1935 you 
had boon giving to Bosch and Sgheitz porserially your quarterly roports 
setting cut tho figures about your military explosives sales. Isr. 1 that 
tho fact? 

A Fren 1935 on we gave these figures which cortf. ained tho 
explosives only to tho chairmen of tho Aufsichtsrat. 

Q dvo bo tho names of tho people. 

A Which pooplo? . 

Q T ho pooplo *ho rccoivcd the rocords sotting down tho Dynnndt 
A.G. fi©iros with respect to sales of military oxplosivos. 

A Tho figures wo gavo to the chairman would have boon oddrossod 
to tho chairman of our Aufsichtsrat. 

Q Whet is tho nemo of tho pooplo to when you gevo thoso roports? 

A To no people - n0 names. 

Q Did you physically hand thoso reports to anyono or did you 
sorri thorn to anyone? 

A Wo sont them by mail, 

Q To whem? 

A They were addressed either to tho Control Financial 
Administration — thoso wore the Z.O. roports — enl those that contained 
tho figuros wore sent to tho chairman of tho Aufsichtsrat. 

Q And who was that? 

A Aftor 1935 it was Herr von Schinkcl; after 1938 it was 
Gehdmrat Schmitz. 

Q So to bo sure that I entirely understand ycu, Ur. tatness, 
is this tho fact: that after 1938 Dynaait «.G. sent to Geheinrat Schmitz 
tho reports indicating Dynamit A.G.'s turnover in military oxplosivco? 

Is that rltfit? 

A Ics, it was contained thorein. 
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Q Now, I£r. Witness, is it not a fact that you insisted upon giving 

Goheimrat Schmitz these figures about the supplies of military explosives 

• • • 

— that is, the figures of Dynamit A.G.«s sales of military oxplosivos — 

because you felt that without theso figures about the military explosives 

tho reports would present a falso picture. Is that not correct? 

• • 

A As far as 1 know, we named one figure in which tho turnovor of 

• • # 

military oxplosives was contained. The military turnover, thoroforo, 
was contained in it. 

Q 1 Aexi ycu, ILr. Witness, prosecution Exhibit 2159, which is Nl- . 
15163. Now, that is a lettor of Dynamit A.G. of 24 September 1938 r.ddrossod 
to Gehoimrct Schmitz. Now, is that your signaturo aid tho signaturo of 
Dr. Uuollor unde month Dynamit A.G.? 

A Yos. 

• • 

Q Now, thon, will you p'oano look at Paragraph 3 which says* 

"Our supplios to tho military about which wo nro gonorolly not poxmittod 
to talk oro also cortainod in ho turnover figures. Without tteso 

figuros tho report would pronant and ontirely falso picture." 

• 0 

Now, iir. Witness, doos this dooiacnt rofrosh ycxir rocolloction 

• • 

that in the quarterly reports which Dynamit A.G. sont to Schmitz rid which 
contain tho turnovor figures of ycur aupplios aid sales to tho military 

— doos that document rofrosh your rocolloction that you told Schmitz 
that without those figures of military explosive sale? a falso picturo 
would bo given in tho quarterly reports? 

A Yos. 

* • 0 

Q Now, you mentioned in your affidavit tho V 0 rwortchanie. Now, 

is it not a fact that, prior to 1 September 1939, you informed Farben 
that Vorwcrtchaaio was a wholly-owned subsidiary of Dynamit «.G.? 
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A Whether the Verwertchcaie was a rubsidiarj Urn? Yes, the • 
capital of tbo Vcrwertchcnie belonged to DAG. 

Q The entire capital? 

A Tho entire capital. 

Q When vas Vorwcrtchcnio organised? 

A Established? I assuac at tho beginning of tho 1930's. 

Q Now is it a fact that free the cstablishomt of tho Vorwertchonio 
it continued to bo a wholly independent subsidiary of Dynorait A.G.? 

A • No, originally it was established for a different purpose. As 

far as I remember, originally part of it bo longed to Wasag; but at any 

• 

rate, lator on — it oust have been in tho niddlc of tho 1930's — wo 
had it elono. 

(1. When you say you had it alono, do you moan that Dynaoit A.G. 
ownod tho entire capital of iforwcrtchcaic? 

A Yes. 

% 

Q Now could ycxi fia tho da to as best you can when Dynaoit A.G. 
bccamo tho sole onnor of Vorwortchtaio? 

A 1935, but 1 on not certain. 

Q That is your boat recollection though, is it not? 

A Yes. 

Q Now in tho quarterly roports that you and Dynanit «.G. sont to 

Schmitz in which you sot forth the turnover figures as to military 

• •• 

oxplosivos of Dynaait A .G., did you also separately list tho figuros 
as to tho turnover of VcrwTtchemic? 

A I believo so. 

Q Do you recall, Ur. Witness, whether or not in tho reports which 
• • 

you and Dynamit A.G. sent to Ep.rbcn you also included info mat ion about 
the lumber of anployrees of V c n»ortch«ssic? 

A I believe so. 

Q Now lot mo ask you, Mr. Hitnoss, did you know of the .activities 
of the Verwortchcmie? 

A rfnothor * knew about the activities of V e rwertchanie? Yo3. 
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Q Yes, You did know? 

A The activities of Yorwertchecie I knew, yes. 

Q Ib it not a fact that prior to 1 September 1939 you .also 
infomed Farber; in addition to the V c rwortchcnio activitios, about tho 
activities of Wasag and its subsidiary caapany, Deutsche Sprcngchcmio? 

Is it a fact that you infomed ^arben about 'the activitios of iho 
companies you just mentioned? 

A That we infomed thtn? No. Ho were supposed to have inforaod 
tho I.G, about tho ectivity of Wnsag? No. 

Q Who is Wnsag? 

A Tho Wostphaelisch Anhaltisdio. 

Q flhet business wore they engaged in? 

• • 

A I didn't got that- It was r dynamite company like wo are* 

Q You moan it was Mgft£Od in thj business of producing gunpowdor 
and cmnunition end orplooiros? 

A Yos, . ‘ * 

Q Tho o*/.Kid til.. U*Mjrt 

A It is a sI'.iwJ'O.'.ci.' t 1 cojy.any, 

Q lfto la tho a air «har*iN.ldcr? 

A I loomed afterwards that — 

DR. CvJSPIICHSi I ..bijet *c 'ho q jo siion la'sed the witness about 
tho Wasag. Tho Vasa.? is sat attiiaoerf Jv. Loo affidavits tiiich aro tho 
subjoct of today's cross MTiirtlrr, c.J therefore the arose cxamirr.tion 
goes boyond tho scope of tho affidavits. 

IKE PRESlDOfT: Tho objection will bo noted in tho records. 

DR. GIERLICHS: I want to novo now already that all answers by tho 
witness ihich refer to this quostion should bo stricken fran tho record. 
BY kR. AMCHANj 

Q Mr. Witness, I am inquiring about tho reports that you as an 
official of Dynamit A.G. made to Parted, and 1 an asking you whothcr in 
those reports you referred to Wasag ard tho Deutsche Sprengchmic? 


A No 
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Q You did not refer in those reports to those companies? 

A ''/bat do you nean "refer to"? mo did not report anything about 
thoso companies. 

Q Did you pnrticipote in e discussion with Farbcn officials prior 
to September 1, 1939 in which yew discussed the organization and 
activities of Wasag and Deutsche Sprcngchtnio? 

A No. 

DR. dERLICHS: I object ft>r the sene reasons. 

UR. AUCHAN: I night stato for the record that since tho witness 
refers in his affidavit to the activities of Dynnmit A.G. and ho 
specifically montions one subsidiary, Verwcrtchanio, it is in our viow 
proper to intorrognte hin with rospoct to othor subsidiaries \*ich aro 

ongaged in the same fiold of activity and to ascertain whether he 

• # 

discussod with Pnrbon the activitios of tho othor sifcsidiery caapanios, 
such as Tin sag end Doutscho Sprcrvgchesdo, who woro producing oxplosivoa 
along with Dynoolt a.g. 

DR. dERLICHS: Tho prosocution has brought no evidonco up to now 
that tho '.taang or tho Sprcngchoaio woro subsidiaries of tho Dynnmit 
A.G. As a matter of fact, this is actually not tho caso. Thcroforo, 
tho pro-roquisito for tho questioning by tho prosecutor is missing. 

UR. AUCHAN: What the facts are with respect to Wasag and Doutscho 
Sprcngchoaio aro already in tho record, and this is not tho time to 
erguo what thoso facts establish. The witness' poroanont participation 
in tho activitios of thoso can panics in relation to his position in 
Dynacdt A.G. and Pnrbon is what I am inquiring about. 

BY UR. AUCHAN: 

Q Now, U r . Witness, did I correctly understand you to say 

that you did not discuss with Farbcn prior to 1 September 1939 and that 

you were not prosent at any discussions with Farbcn offic i als prior 
0 

to So i*. ember 1, 1939 at which the activities and organization of Via sag 
and Deutsche ^roTgchemio were discussed? Is that your testimony: 
you woro not' present at any such discussions? 


30 April 48-A^SVJ24-l-Baniels (Jeulich) 
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A, I cannot remember any discussion with gentlomen of Farbon which 
reforred to the Y a sag. 

q. 0,X. Sow I will show you Prosecution Exhibit 353, which is HI_1 
5685. That is a file memorandum on a conference at Troiadorf on 31 
January, 1939. Listod as present frcw X.O. r arbon are Ik. 3uhl and Ik. 

9 

Boeckicr; and from I^r*Bit AO, Director Hr. Schmidt. Ibes that refer to 
you? 

A. *es, 

q. How, will you Just look at paragraph 5, which states: "Eio 


daughtor company of the DAG concerned io tho Gesollschaft tur Ycrwertung 
Chemischor Dr,ougaisso." That Is tho Yorwortchaaio wo nontloned. "Its 
company capital, consisting of 300,000 ^oichsnarics, is entirely hold by 
tho DAG." 


A, Yes. 

Q, "Only officials of the DAG ore appointed as managers." 

A, Yes. 

q. How, the next paragraph, I am quoting: "Ik. Schmidt" — 


Does that ref#<r to you? 


A. Yos. 

q, I on quoting again: — "nontloned at the sane time that tho 

A 

tfaaog workod on tho Montan schemo as woll, and, accordingly, tho daughtor 
company of Waoog vaa the Doutscho Sprengschoaio Gesollschaft. This 
company had proriously been a Joint undertaking of DAG and Waaag, but now 
bolongod ontlrely to Yasag." 

A. Yos. 

q. How, M r, Witness, docs this doc*ont. Exhibit 353, V1C5685, 
refresh your recollection that you, as a roprosontativo of tynaait AG, dis¬ 
cussed with Farben officials and informed them, prior to 1 Septonbor, 

1939, of the activities of the Yasag and Doutsche Sprongschaaie and Ver- 
wertchecio? 

A. As far as it says so hero, yes, of course. 
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Q. Ib you recall, Mr. 'itnoss, whether, at aay timo prior to 1 
September, 1939, you discussed tho activities of thoso companies with 
the defendant Ambros? 

K No. 

0* n} you recall whether, at any time prior to 1 Soptonbor 

• 9 4 

1939, you discussed the activities of theso companies with tho dofon- 
dant tor Moor? 

A. That I discussed this with ter Moor? Ho. 

*<• * iU y° u Plow® lo«k at Exhibit 353, HI-5685, at tho ond of 
that oxhibit? Is your recollection rofroshod by the ^>pcaranco on that 
document of a notation that a copy of the filo momorandun wont to tor 
Moor and imbros? D?es that refresh your recollection that you discusood 
these matters with Aabros and ter Meor? 

K Thit file noto doos not originate from ua r it originates from 
1.0. Farbon, from 3uhl. He handed it on to thoso gentlemen; wo did not. 

I rcooobor very veil this discussion with Minis tor Ulrat Buhl; it only 

% 

c'-ncornod tho DAG relatione with Montan. If, during that conversation, 

I montionod tho fact that Vnsag too had such a ochooo, that does not 
monn, of course, that * should discuss the Vasag and its subsidiary 
firas with gontloaon of »ho X.O. 

Q. Mr. Vitnoss, is the phono system worki^ all right for you7 
A, Yes, very wall. 

l}. Ic it not a fact, M r . Witness, that as oarly as 1937 Eynnnit 
A.G. Info mod Farbon, particularly tho 3orlin W-7 office, of tho activ¬ 
ities of Vorwertchemio? Is that tho fact? 

A. Wo probably lnformod 1.0. Farbcn about tho intontions wo hod 
with the Vorwortchoaio — that night have boon in 1937— naaoly, that 
vo wanted to utilize tho Vcrvortcbcnio, as is statod horo. That is 
quito prbable. 

Q, i eh*w y~u, M r. Witness, document SI-15215, which wo 

cffer as Exhibit 3340. How that is an affidavit of Franz Anton C-iorlichs. 
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D? you know who tho affiant ist 

A. Yos. There ho is (indicating). 

<i. Hew, in that affidavit ho refers to the fact that he, ac 
custodian of the records of Dynsoit A.G. at Troiadorf at the prooont 
a-mont, is urahlo to locate o copy of a letter of 14 14 ay 1937 which Ityr.anit 
A.C-. sent to Farbon in connection with the affairs of Vcrvertcbonie, and 
ho states in hi* affidavit that the tynaeit A.G. rocords in Troisdorf do 
havo a record that such a lottor, in Kay of 1937, rolating to tho subject 
nattor VorwortchOBie, was sent to Farbon. 

Mr. v ltness, does this, docusont, Exhibit 2340, HI-15215, rofrosh 
your rco'lloctl' 1 n at all as to tho nature of tho corrospendonco that 
took placo botwoon IVnaait A. 0. and Farbon concoming tho affairs of 
Vorwortchoaio around tho yoar 1937} 

A. Ho. I don't know what the let tor of 14 Kay doalt with. 

VU D?oe this doctxacnt rofrosh your recollection that thoro was 
considorablo corroapondonco in that year botwoon tynaait A.G. md Farbon 
with roopoct to tho activitioo of Vorwertchooio? 

A, Ho. 

q. Y cu neon tho docuaont doos not rofrosh your recollection? 

A. That is right. 

i*. How, with rospoct to Vorwortchoaio, is it not a fact that you 
gavo Farbon — particularly tho dofondant Schait* and tho Control Book¬ 
keeping Dopartcont of Farbon —financial atatoaonto about tho Vorwort¬ 
choaio eporations? 

A. V 0 certainly gavo thoa sobo inforaation, but what sort of finan¬ 
cial statoaonts this refors to , I do not know, "o night havo roportod 
about tho gonoral financial situation, that is possible. 

Q. Voll, do you recall whothor or not, in tho roports dealing with 
V<jrtwertchaaio about its financial c-mdition, you i-tfernod Farbon of 
tho facts with rospoct to the substantial «rtat of credits which Farbon 
had oxtended — 
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KR. A1CHAH: There it soaething wrong with the sound systoa. 

TEE CCMMISSI02EH: Very well. 

BY KR. JKCEJVt 

Cj, Hr. v itBes3 v how such of tho last question did you bar or do 
you romenbcr? 

A. Hone? 

9 4 

Q, Ho you recall, Mr. Witness, that with respect to cho reports 
of Itynoait A.G. to Farbon, dealing with tho financial condition of V or - 
vcrtchceio, that you roportod tho crodita which Farbon had oxtondod to 
Verve rtchcaio? 
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.» I.G. Parbcn did not grant any credits to the Vei^ertohanio. 

Q I show you this document, lir. Witness, vhich we nark as Exhibit 
23A1 for identification. The reason I marie it for identification at this 
tino is thet tho photostat of the original will not bo available until 
tomorrow and 1 am serving notice on Defense that we will ask to offor 
it in evidonco as soon as the photostat of the original is available. 

The pro sent purpose is, l^r. Witness, I show you this document which is 
a financial report from Dynaait ..G to Gehoinrat Schmitz, dr.tod U Soptembor 
1%4, relating to ths affairs of the Vorwcrtchuaic, tho financial affairs, 
arvl I ask you whether or not that docunant refreshes your rocolloction 
that Verwcrtchcoio owed Farbon 68 Uillion Reichsmarks. 

A Ttet is possible, that this existed, because of shipmorts mndo. 
Tho mount aeons rather high to bo. 

Q Shipments mndo between whan? 

A Froa tho I.G. to tho Verwortchanio. 

Q I am afraid I don't updorstarel the nature of that transaction. 
VJho sold goods to whom? 

A I.G. supplied raw material to tho Vorwortchoaio, chemical 
products. 

Q Wore they — 

A Although tho amount of sixty-eight nillion scorns rather hitfi 

to mo. 

Q Now, ttesc products ttr.l you say that I.G. Farbon supplied 
to Vorsortchcmio, were thoso intermediate products which Verwortchomio 
needed in ccnncction with tho production of explosives? 

A Yes, yes, 

Q For how long a poriod of tine did Farbon supply Vcrwcrtchcnio 
with these intermediate presets? What year was tho first substantial 
shipment of intermediate products nado by Farbon to Venter teheed o? 

A As long as tho plants of the Vorwortchcaic were in production. 

Q When did tto shipments begin? Uhai is the first year when 


Farben — 
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A I don't know that. I assume in 1937. 

• • » 

Q flow, then, with respect to the document you have in your hand. 
Prosecution Exhibit 2341 for identification, docs that refresh your 
recoiloction that Dynaait AC informed Fcrbcn of military business of 
Vorwcrtchcoic and of the fact that Verwertchcmio had outstanding claims 
against the military in Gcraany in the amount of one hundred twenty-four 

9 

million Reichsmarks? 

A That wo made this report about our financial condition, yes, 

Q VIhen you say "your" financial state, aro you roferring to the 
financial state of Vorwortchcmie? 

A Of DAG and its subsidiary plant, the Vcrwortchcmio, 

Q I want to bo sure that 1 understand you. Is it your testimony 
that when DAG roported to Parbcn with respect to its otin financial 
condition, it also reported on tho financial condition end tusinoss of 
the Vorwortchcmio; is that correct? 

A Yes, but I must coment on this. Tho money which was rocoivod 
by tho Vorwortchoodo went via tho DAG. Ho vtoro a kind of bank for tho 
Vorwertchcmio. That is why it says it horo, under figuro 2, "Permanent 
Cash Roscrvo for the Laondorbank on 30 November 1944 with tho G.m.b.H." 

T ho so aro payments Aro. Pifty-soven millions. Those fiftj-soven 
millions wo had reservod in the Laendorbank so that on 30 s cptcmbor wo 
would bo nblo to givo it to the V crwc rtchaaio fqr its depreciation in so 
far the financial state in the G^a.b.H. was of as much interest ns our 
own financial state, and that is why the figures are contained here. 

Q Now, you aro talking — at least your last answer dealt with 
Exhibit 2341 for identification; is that ritfit? 

A Yus. 

Q The document you have in front of you? 

A Tho last one, yes. 

Q Now, my que stico is a littlo broader. I was asking you 
about the situation generally, and will you please listen to oy question 
again. Is it e fact that in the roports which Dynendt AG made to Kurban 
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with respect to the financial condition of Dynasit AG, that Dynnmit AG 

* 

in thoso reports also set forth the financial condition of Vorwcrtchcrdo, 
particularly in connection with the conduct of Verwcrtchanio's business? 

A Yes. 

Q Hr. Wltress, do you understand my ejaestion? I aa not asking 
you about the document you have. I aa egking you about the general 
procedure ard practice with respect to the reports of Dynamit AG to Parben 
and with respect to the information in those reports psrtoining to 
Verwertchcaie. 

A I do not know any more. 

Q You den't recall that any more, do you? 

A No. 

Q Now, this document that you have beforo you, Exhibit 23U for 
identification, docs it refresh your recollection that similar reports 
wore sent by Dynmit AG to Parben in prior yerrs? 

A Yqs, yes. 

Q Ovor how long a period of time would you sry such similar 
reports wore sont by Djnaait AG to ? arbcn? for how urny yonrs were 
such reports being sont to Dynanit AG to Farbon? 

A I don't know. 

Q Vbuld you say that about 1937 you ot/u-tod sending such roports? 

A Pbssibly before that. 

MR. /liCHAN: W Q have no further qjostions, if Your Honor ploaso. 

If Your H onor please, in view of the hour, tho dafonso counsol inform 
rao that tho redirect examination of this witness will take scree tirao, 
wo havo agreed to have tho exaaination of this witness continuod 
Tuesday afternoon. Wo havo also agreed that tho witness is to bo 
considered as being under the jurisdiction of the Tribunal urtil tho 
conclusion of his examination and wo arc stating this on tho record so 
that tho witness himself will mderstand that he is not to confer with 
any defense counsel or anyone with respect to tho testimony ho has given 
today; so thet when the redirect starts it will havo the saao force and 
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effect as if it was, fren the point of view of tioo, continued immediately 
after this cross examination. 

How, H r . Witness, did you understand ny stattoont? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 
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^ • 

DR. GISRLICHS: Ur. Commissioner, just one question. Mr. Amchan 

• 

correctly reprodiced tho private discussion wo had with hie, but in 
viow of the fact that Dr. Schmidt, tho witness, suffers frm diabotes 

• I I 

and therefore his stay is rather difficult because of the diet ho has 
to keep, I would like to ask that he be given opportunity to stnto horo 
whotnor tho settlement socas suitable to him or Aether for physical 
or medical reasons ho docs not want to bo examined on Tuosday bocauao in 
tho meantime ho wants to ff> away. 

THE WITNESS: 1 shall return to Cologne. When on Tuesday? 

DR. GIERLICKS: At lt^D Tuesday afternoon. 

THE 'Q1HESS: I would ha to to come back Monday then. 

UR. AUCHAN: Wo agree that Tuesday at 1:30 is tho dato at which 
tho hearing of this witness is to bo continued. 

THE CCUA SSI ONER: What do wo have on Monday? 

UR. AUCHAN: Wo have a hearing schodulod for 1:30 Monday, end 
I understand Coooissioner iiulrey will bo sitting thon. 

THE COUflSSIONER: Who? 

UR. AUCHAN: Coaaissionor Uulroy. 

THE COiflSSIONffi: Woll, tho Switzerland trip is off. 

MR. AUCHaN: Is off? Wo will bo git d to havo you sit on Monday, 
•/oil, ono raonont please, if your Honor is going to bo hero Monday, wo 
can do o littlo business in the. morning. Suppose I got in touch with 
Xour Honor, and wo havo a hearing scheduled for 1:30 Londny. If 
anything intervenes whore we can here any hoaring before that, wo will 
see that dofense counsel and lour Honor are informed in due tinn. 

THE C CLUI SSI ONER: I will recess until 10 o'clock Monday, and 
thon wo can think it over, and the c emission or will bo in recess until 
10 o’clock Monday morning. 

(Tho commission recessed until 1000 hours, 3 May 19A6.) 
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THE MARSHAL: Persons in the Court room will ploaso find their seats 


Tho Honorable, tho Judgos of ill I it ary Tribunal VI. 

Hi lit ary Tribunal VI is now in session. God snvo tho Unitod States 
of America and this Honorable Tribunal. 


Thoro will bo order in the court. 


THE KARSKAL: Key it please. Your Honors, all tho dofondants cro pro- 

it 

sorvt savo tho defendants ^ccfligor and Hocrloin, absent duo to illnoss. 

DR. HOFFKAHM (Dofonso Counsol for defendant Affibros): Ur. Prosidont, 
up to this tins I hnvo not found cysclf oncumborod for o moment boeauso 
of tho fact that Cocxdsslon sessions wore also boing conductod naxt to 

0 0 

tho sossions of your Honor's Tribunal. Now, for instanco, twenty witnesses 
aro boing oxaminod before tho Ooaaissionor about tho Auschwitz easo. I 
considered it my duty undor thoao circuostcncos and for tho expedition 


of tho trial to work as hard as I can. Howovor, on looking through tho 


documonts, on Saturday, I found up to 10,000 docunonts; a superficial 

0 

glanco showed mo that about ono hundred to two hundred aro npplicablo to 

# • 

qy cliont Anbros, so that with tho boat intentions and with tho best per¬ 


formance it is impossible for bo in tho prosont circumstances to bo finishod 


by tho 12th of this ronth. Under those circunstancos I hope you will under- 


application to Your Honors 


the presentation of ovi- 


DR. Rudclf DIX 


enso. Your Honors, I want 


to socond this petition and t 


nann in tho nose of all of the defense. Vo have boon offered more than 


r 


3 i'cy-ii-FL-2-2-LeoRard (Int. Katz) 
0 

Court Ho. VI, Ccao VI 


12,000 doc unants. I*st Saturday the defendants looked through tho index 

bx>ks for those documents, free which, however, one can still not recognize 

tho contents of tlw docuncnts. In thoso thirteen index books thero wore 

only the file indexes of altogether 1677 documents; most of these 1677 

documents havo already been offered by the Prosecution. It is row necos- 

* . • 

sary to compare thoso index nuabors with tho tegistcr of exhibits, thoso 
docuncnts that havo boon offorod. 

1 havo been told that tho defendants probably will want to examine 

• • 

300 documents. Judging by thoso indexes, but this examination could only 
bo vory superficial. It is a two-faced prosent by tho Prosecution. 

In tho Flick trial tho Prosecution offored at tho vory boginning of 
tho trial thoso documor.ts, which they wrntod to ocko available to tho 

0 

dofonso. That is to sry, wi had tiaw to exaaino then in poaco. 

• 0 0 

I cm, thon, of tho semo opinion as my colloaguo Hoffmann, that tho 

# 

only possibility rmuld bo to give us e doadlino after 12 May, so that wo 
would bo able to offor documents that wo shall find later oaan aftor that 

• 0 

doadlino. Today wo havo a conferonco of tho dofenso, at which wo want 

to discuss this situation. Perhaps tho Tribunal would bo kind enough to 

0 

give us an opportunity to talk this natter over tonorrow in chambors, so 
that this suggestion night be more thoroughly discussed and somo other 
way out night bo found. At any rato, tho way it is now it is technically 
impossible to digost all of this material. 

I havo two other terries on behalf of the dofenso. The second point 
is inrogard to tho robuttal document books. We hare one of thoso throo 

0 9 0 

books that aro to bo offorod, Che second rolumo, regarding Auschwitz, 

4 

we havo tho index. Tho third volurr wo dongt havo it all. Tho problem is, 
thon, how can wo procure countcr-ovidonco against those robuttal documont 
books within tho time at our disposal. Perhaps Tour Honors might bo kind 
enough to dismiss this - question also with us in chambers tomorrow. 

0 

Thon the third point, shich gives us concern and worry is tho objections 
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that havo toon raised in the proceedings before tho Commissioner. The 

* 

Tribunal decided that they win tod to rule or. tiaoso objections thcmsolvos, 

/ * # 

tut wj havo to begin with our trial fcriofs and final picas, now. That is, 

wo arc forced to concorn ourselves with points in tho ovidonco against which 

tho dofenso has objcctod before tho Cosiaissionor. In view of tho fount 

0 

of work pressing down on us and in view of the short tiuo, that is not vory 

practical. Tho ref orb, wo should be vory obliged to Your Honors if wo could 

got a decision about the objections raised in tho Conmissionor's procoodings 

wo that wo don t do superfluous. 

* 

These aro tho throo points. I again want to wko tho practical sug¬ 
gestion that wi should bo given an opportunity this evening to discuss this 

0 0 

matter wrong oursolvcs, saaothing m havon't been able to do as yot, and 
that tomorrow tho Tribunal meet us in chambers to talk about thoso throo 
points. 

THE PRESIDENT: ffcll, gontlcoon, tho doors of tho Tribunal's chnmbors 
arc opon to you at any timo with roforonco to chy uattor that you deem to 
bo of importance, but I think , can speak for tho Tribunal with some fi¬ 
nality with respect to tho throo oattors that havo boon suggested. 

* • 

First, regarding tho documents in tho Documont Contor. This trial has 

bcon in progress sinoo August 27, Iho motion for occoss to thoso documonts 

# 

was filod quite recently - if recall correctly, April 7 - but whatever 
it may bo, tho record will show. At the tine tho Tribunal ruled on that 
motion, wo nr.do it clear and cspnatic that tho relief granted would not 
bo calculated to delay tho to:7i«nntion of this ease/ 

In other wirds, thore is an obligation of diligence on counsol for 
tho defendants. Tho Tribunal docs not fool that yougro entitled to delay 
the closing of tho ease because of the delay in presenting of your motion. 

a 

Vfhatovor documents you may bo able to find and present that meet the tost 

• 0 

of materiality end competency, tho Tribunal will receive then, but we havo 
already indicated, and you gentlemen aro advised rs to tho program on the 
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closing of this case. 

0 

After the presenting of the evidence on behalf of Dr. ter Moor, who 

0 

is row on ths stand, we shall hear the completion of the ovidonco on bo- 

0 

half of the defendant von Schnitzlor. Following that, tho defendant Schnitz. 

• • J 

Pollovfing that, tho dofendant Krauch and some general ovridcnco of which 

0 

you gontlcoon are advised, and then wo shall hear the presentation of tho 

9 4 

rcsorvod and omitted ovidonco on bohalf of tho dafondents generally, with ’ 
rcspoct to which you are also advised. 

In othor words, tho Tribunal is not disposod to grant continuances 
or doloys in tho completion of tho ovidonco in this caso bocauso of tho. 
rolief granted on tho nation rocontly filed. I think that is onough to say 
on tho first point. 

Now, rs to tho second, with respect to the robuttal docunonts prosentod 

0 

by tho Prosecution. In tho orderly and ordinary procoduro of a trial, thoso 

docunonts ireuld not havo boon prosentod until tho conclusion of tho (tofonso'a 

# 

caso; and consequently, undor tho liberalisation of tho rules that wo havo 
indulged boro, dofonso counsel arc in hotter position to bo advised with 
rospoct to thoso docunonts than you w>uld havo boon if vo had followed re¬ 
gular procedure and tto documents had boon prosontod after you had rostod 
and then you would havo boon called upon to do to mine promptly whothor 
or not you desired to object to thoso docunonts and also prosont your sur¬ 
ra but tal, if you had any. That, it scons, ought to bo a sufficient answer 
to this mattor. 
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ijow, as to tho third, the objections to the proceedings before the 
commissioner, »o indicated several days ago that wo wero ready to rule 
on those objections. VTo aslped counsel for the Prosecution and tho Dofenso 
to furnish us with a simple cccorandua giving tho transcript pa&e of the 
English transcript where tho objections that you wish to have us rule 
upon may bo found. 

Vfc did that for tt» reasons: So that our attention could bo directed 

4 • # 

to tho Matters that should rocoivo our attention and, socondly, that you 
raight hr.vo on opportunity to reappraise tho situation and dotomino what 

# 4 

objections you wish to urgo and whit objections, if any, you wish to aban¬ 
don. 

Tho Prosocution has since said that it will urgo none of its objoctions 

4 

but that it will ask us to tako into oonsidoration in weighing tho ovidonco, 

* 

tho objoctions that it nndo at tho tino. fliat disposos of tho problem, 

so fax as tho Prosocution is concornod. 

• • • * 

Ho hr.vo not, up to this tioo, however, had any indication of tho 

objoctions which counsol for tho Dofonso wish us to rulo upon. If you will 

simply givo us a memorandum of tho citations to tho pagos of tho English 

transcript whoro you wish to have a ruling, you will got a ruling Just ns 

promptly os wo con go ovor the record. 

I nay say that tho matter of tho admissibility of ovidonco at this 

lato hour ought to roquirc no great study on tho part of tho Tribunal or 

occupy much tino on tho part of counsel for tho dofenso. I think tho Tri- 
# 

bunal, with the background of experience that wd havo had in hoaring this 
evidence, can dotoraino pretty promptly whother objections are or ere not 

* 4 

well taken, and we till undertake tb rule just as promptly, if wo know 
what questions you wish us to pass upon. 

•4 0 

So, gentlemen, as I said before, you can sen us in chambers any tino 

you wish, but in fairness to you, 1 think I 'night to tell you on behalf 

of tho Tribunal that we arc not persuaded that there is any sound reason 
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for delaying the closing of the evidence in this case along the lino that 
has boon determined in the outline worked out betweon counsel and Judge 
Hobart for tho Tribunal* 

Are there any other announcements from the Prosecution or from counsel 
for tho defense? 

DR. RUDOLF DEC: I went to say just two more words about tho first 

point. The application of ay colleague Hoffnann is not intended to do lay 
# # ' * # 

the decision,,your Honors. If I understood him correctly, ho w\s rroroly 
concerned with getting a certain period of tioe after tho end of tho pro- 

# 9 

sontation of evidence, after tho 12th of whenever it is, when wc would 

havo tho right to bring in supplementary documents. 

# 

In rogard to your Honor'* statcuont about tho late dato when tho 

• • * 

motion was handed in on 7 A pril, I don't want to say anything about that, 

bcccuso at tho ancient I don't recollect tho record and tho datos vory 

well and I certainly don't want to aako any wrong statomonts boforo Your 

• * 

Honors; but I soon to remenbor one thii*, and that is discussions about 
tho non-availability of ovidonco already boing conductod at a vory oarly 
stage of this trial. I an not trying to clain that wj mado a definite 

9 • 

motion at that tino, but wo wore concerned with tho problem frequently 
thus I want to project my colleagues and myself against tho reproach that 
wo did not think of it until 7 April, "to arc grateful for tho opportunity 
to discuss tho enttor tosarrow in changers. 

THE P RESIDE! fT: Perhaps I should say ono thii^ in direct roforonco to 

I • • 

what Dr. Hoffnann said, Tho Tribunal, counsel for tho Dcfonso, nrxi counsol 

for the Prosocution alike aro concomod scnotixacs with processing problems 

here, getting documents translated and nincographed so they aro actually 

available to the Tribunal. *?ith respect to that problem, tho Tribunal will 

try to w>rk in cooporation with you x> that you will not bo deniod any 

% • 
rights because of circumstances bebond your control. 3y that I wish to 

suggest that if you havo docuncnts to supplement your ease in chief, or 

13139 



3 Mny-B-FIr-3-3-Prlaoou (int. Katz) 

• 4 

Court .*io, VI, Case VI 


that you oxpcct to uso to sect tho rebuttal do cud ants of tho Prosocution, 

and ro run into sooo pr ohln— of getting then translatod arxl getting thorn 

mimeographed so that thoy are available — to will cross that bridgo when 

no got to it. Tho Tribunal is not inclined to bo arbitrary about adrdnia- 
# 

trativo matters, over which counsel for the dofeMo or tho Prosocution do 
not have too nich control and with raspect to which tho Tribunal itself 
somotiBMs has trouble; but by that I wish to suggest that if there are 
documents in tho document center that you wish to uso in tho completion 
of this «aso and you havo scoo dolay or difficulty in gotting thorn trans¬ 
lated and ndnoogrephod, wo con work out sooothing along that lino, but wo 
cannot under tho circunetcncee grant cry dolay or continuanco in order 
that you may conduct fVirthor inquiry with respoct to ovidonco. 

• 0 

Thoro has been much discussion. Dr. Dix, about accoss to documents 
on tho part of both sidos. Wo havo hoard tho Prosocution«s views and its 
troublos in that rogard, wo havo hoard from counsol for tho Dofonso in that 
rospoct — cortcin conditions over which none of us havo much control. 

T7o have to tako tho situation as it is. Tho Tribuml fools that tho timo 

4 

that has boon dovotod to tho prosontation of tho ovidonco horo is anplo, 
from its viowpoint ot afford counsol a timely opportunity to prosont what 
is available. 

Anything olso, gontlooon? 

4 

ER. HOFFMANN: lir. President, nay I remark vory briefly: My learned 
colleague. Dr. Dix acid vory properly that I did not nako tho motion In 

ordor to dolay tho tino whon your Honors intended to pronounco tho Judge- 

0 

raont. Without wanting to aoko any suggestions to your Honors, I merely 
thought of tho fact that in other trials hero 9 for instance No. IX - the 
Bofonoc also had a right to introduce documents after tho and of tho pro- 
sentation of ovidonco. 

• 4 

THE PRESIDENT: In that respect, if you can make your showing as to 

0 

trict tho document is and indicate to us its conpotoroy, so ttot wo know 
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what tho docunont is to be and that it is materiel, no might be ablo to 

9 

help you somewhat with respect to translating and mimeographing, but I 

0 • 

do wish to make it cloer, if I can, that tho Tribunal is not disposed to 
dolay tho presentation of the evidence in ordor to afford opportunity to 
search for documents or to determine what documents aro to be offorod. Is 
that clear to you? * 

0 

DR. HOFFVANW: Yos, Your Honor. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

• 0 

HR. SPRECHER: Ur. President, on tho last point, defense counsol or 

* • 

your Honors, when you aro discussing this administrative problem, might 
call us in with rospcct to those some 1200 documents — probably Inter it 
will bo 1500 or so. I think ws will in soao casos havo part of that pro¬ 
cessing cooplotcd end will be a bib to holp. 

9 0 0 

THE FRESHEffT: ’Toll, of courso, gentlemen, nhon tho Tribunal discussos 
matters of impert with rospcct to tho ease, wa expect counsel for both 
sides to bo prosont and to govom yourself accordiigly. Of courso, if it 

is a puro adnlnistrativo dotail, with roforonco to a olrglo document or 

• 0 

something , it is not nocossary to burden or bothor tho opposing counsel, 

but when tre aro dotoraining setters of policy wo will hoar you both togothar 

•• 

Anyghing further free tho aofonso counsel? Anythin wo will hoar you 
both together. 

0 0 < 
Thon, counsol, you may procood with tho examination of Dr. tor Moor, 

who is now in tho witness box. 

0 0 

, ER. Bomdt, would you penait me to interrupt you just for a moment 
to say that the defendants Anbroa and Buctcfisch arc privileged to leavo 
tho courtroom to attend a Commissioner 1 s hearing at ton o'clock this mor¬ 
ning if they wish to go. 

■ 0 

DR. 8ERNDT: Hr. President, Your Honors. The defendants are charged 

0 

with having undertaken acts of plunder in Poland. However, up to thin point 
the Prosecution has not stated specifically, whom among tho defendants they 

mi 


3 Ity-M-PL-3-5-Priacau (Int. Kata) 
Court ?to. VI, Case VI 


charge with these particular things.Up to this point, the problem of 
Poland has not yet been clarified, partly because individual defendants 
did not trite the witness Stand and partly because no exhaustive questions 
havo boon put cbout this problem. 

• 0 9 0 

In tho interest of clarifying the Polish question, I, thorofoeo, soo 
no'solf forced, not done for tho defendant ter Mccr buu for your Honors' 
enlightenment end for tho presentation of the point of viow of tho Defenso 
to tho Prosooution also to clarify this Polish question somewhat. 

FRITZ tor 'JEER - Rosumod 
DIRECT EXAMINATION - Continued 
BY DR. BERUDT (Counsol for dofondant Tor Moor): 

• 4 

Q.- I stould liko to ask you. Dr. Tor * 4 oor, to tell lao briofly what 

4 

the choaicnl industry in Poland was liko before tho Socond '5orld 'far, 
particularly with respoct 6o tho fact that tho witness Schwab lias already 

given a brief survey about tho chosdeal industry of Poland. 

• 0 

A.- I personally don't knew tho Polish chemical industry closely, 
but if tho indictment spoaka of tho Polish chemical industry, this is tho 
oaiao mistake as in tho caso of Franco. Tho Polish dyestuffs plants wore 
ontorprisos of snail and nediun si*o and constituted only a fraction of 
tho entire chomiccil industry of Poland. 

Q.- Boforo tho war broke out, did you know tho Polish dyestuffs plants? 

0 

A.- I know them only by name. Once in 1934, I was in Warsaw at tho 
Cartel Conforcnco mentioned by Ur. Schab, but I did not visit any plants 
on that occasion. I didn't oven go to see tho VTinnica plant, which is 
situated close to Warsaw. Tho Polish dyestuffs industry was created arti¬ 
ficially by high tariff barriers. It was not a largo industry, and I ves 
not interested in it at all. 

Q.- Did you or Farbon before the war broke out, have any plans in 
regard to the dyestuffs industry of Poland? 

0 0 4 

A.- No, we didn't have the least considerations about them, and cortain- 

% 

ly no plans. You know that I didn't expect any war. 
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• • 0 

Q.- Tto Prosecution, however, has showed us a Vovri ixunphlot published 

at the ond of July 1939, which concerned itself with the Polish chcadcal 

/ 

industry. How do you explain that? 

A.- From ny o>m positive knowledge I cannot say anything about that. 

0 

The TEA offico never collaborated very closoly with tho Vowi in Berlin, 
bocause wo generally interested ourselves in technical things aqd tho 
Vowi essentially only collected economic problems from newspapers, maga¬ 
zines, and so on. 

Ihcroforu, 1 can only express ny opinion about tho origin of this 
pamphlet on Poland. Tho chief of V'wd was a very ambitious porson and 
certainly wanted on various occasions to show that his dopartoont was up 
to dato. Just as a newspaper or a nagazino will publish an nrticlo about 
a country vrhoro thorc happens to bo some political or other ovont of in- 
torost, I think that tho chief of Vowi hero again for Journalistic reasons 
perhaps wnntod to bring something about Poland whon tho first friction 
and bordor incidents boctwo known on tho German-Polish border. About tho 
voluo of this picco of work Hr. Schwab has already mndo very door stnto- 
nonts. 
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Q *cu had nothing to 4o with tho panphlet thon, and you 
dicin' t make any disposition about it? 

* No, I nade no disposition about it. I don't even know if 
I read it. Tiat is possible, however. You know that at that time I 
was in Karlsbad for vacation, in August. 

U 

Shortly after tho war broke out, two contaissars wero ap¬ 
pointed for tho Polish dyestuffs factories, l/ho appeintod thoso oom- 
missars? 

* Tho Reich Ministry of Econanics. 

Q Who was that? What persons wore they? 

A Tl»cy woro Schwab and Schooner. 

0 Were thoso Farbon pooplo? 

A Yes, Hr. Schwab was a coaiorcial nan, and Mr. Schoonor was 
a technical export of Farboo; tho suggestion to appoint thoso two 
raon cooaissars was bosod on tho fact that tho dyostuffs plant is a 
specialized businoss which in Goroany was practically dominated by 
Farbon. If ono wanted to appoint reasonable pooplo for trustoos in 
Poland, ono hid to tako pooplo who know tho natters, and thoy woro 
only pooplo fron Farbon. 

Q Who suggostod Ur. Schoonor as tochnical cotanissar? 

A I was asked at tho tino for a suitablo tochnical nan, and 
I naaod Dr. Schoonor. 

^ Can ycxi tell uo »dxy ycu selected Mr. Schoonor as technical 
conmissar? 

4 itr. Schoonor was the plant manager of tho V/olfon plant. 

Ho had a groat deal of practical oxparionco in tho <tyostuffs fiold 
and knew particularly well thoso groups of dyestuffs that woro pre¬ 
dominantly produced in Poland. Also, Schoonor was a vary coin and 
objective person. Ho was not a pushing nan in any way, and for that 
reason too 1 considered hin suitablo for a trustee. 

Q Did ycu give ary instructions to Hr. Schooner for his 


131W» 


- - • 

3 Hay U0~*KB-i*-2-Priseau (Int. Katz) 

Court No. VI, Case No. VI, 

I I 1 

•• 

•• 

work? 

A As far as I roaaobor, before Ihr. Schooner ruado his first 
trip to Poland in September 1939, I talked to hin only over the phono. 
Ho did not rocoive any instructions from no. That ras tho affair of 
the Reich I finis try of Economics. I want to nake cno thing quite 
cloar. As far as I was concern ad. Schooner was a cotxsissar of tho 
govormont, and ho had to act according to tho instructions given to 
hin by tho Psich Ministry of Econooics and later tho Main Trustooshlp 
Agency East. 

Did you maintain that point of view lator? 
lo8 « Schoonor tried ropoatodly to discuss his trusteo- 
ship activity in Poland with no, and I always told hin: "Schoonor, 
you aro a comissar; that is yair affair. I don’t hathor about that. 
You oust anko your own decisions.- 

Q According to «hot did ho havo to docido? 

* According to tin instructions ho was givon by tho Borlin 
authorities. 

Q Didn't Schoonor sond ycu tho reports that ho projmrod 
for tho Roich Ministry of Eccnccica in his capacity as coimissnr? 

k As Mr. Schwab has alroady tostifiod, tho first four re¬ 
ports about tho apoctions of tho plants wore sont to Frankfurt, 
and I did te’ea cognizonco of thoso reports* but lator no noro re¬ 
ports orrivod, and Schwab has tostifiod to that also. 

^ Did yew considor tho appointnont of caroissare or trustees 
for tho Polish dyestuffs plants propor and correct? 

A Yos, I always considor it proper if ncasuros are taken 
which are to maintain order and prosorvo oxisting values. Apart fron 
that, wo had our own interests to safeguard in tho case of tho Vfinnica 
plant, becauso wo participated in it. 

Q Tho Prosecution has submitted Exhibit 1139 in Book 55 on 
Pago 87, pogo 56 of tho English. This is a lot tor from Farben to tho 
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Reich ''.inistry of Beoiwcics dated Ik September 1939. This letter 
speaks of the significance of the Boruta and YYixmica plants for the 
Genian military oconicy. Tftat is ueant by that? 

A I did not write that letter. I don*t think I would 
havo pit it in that foro, bocauso those are pure dyestuffs plants. 
This lettor paints out that B$% of Genian dyestuffs production was 
situatod in the west and that for that reason any plant not situated 
in the west of Ger.iany was twice as valuable. That points to the 
fact that there can bo no question of uilitary ocow«y. 

Q The Prosocutor in tho cross oxanination of Schwab askod 
whether it was correct that tho Reich itinistry of Economics appointed 
him for tho pirposo of adapting the rolish plants to tho roquirenonts 
of tho Gcnusn tar oconoey; tho saio is to bo found in Prosocution's 
Exhibit lliiO in Book 55, on pogo 9ii, pago 60 of tho English. Doos 
ono havo to infor that a re organisation of tho Polish plants to tho 
production of rfohmacht roquirenonts was intondod? 

A No, that was never intondod and never happonod. As wo 
know from the reports of tho trustoes, thoro was a snail plant in 
tho Boruta enterprise far tho production of oxplosivos and for tho 
pro diction of tear gas. This plant was novor put back in oporation. 
During tho ontiro war, Boruta and 'rfinnioa never prodicod anythin 
but intomediatos for dfostuffs, dyestuffs thonsolvos, chemicals 
for the rubber goods indistry, and othor poacotino products. Merely 
to be quito corroct, I want to add hero that the Plonylbetanaphylonino 
prodicod for rubber goods was once called an indirect Uohr.iacht ro- 
quirenont in tho case *'f FTancolor. I havo alroady called that a 
play on words. It doosn't change the fact that plcqylbotonaphtyla- 
nine was an auxiliary predict for the rubber goods industry or for 
the stabilization of Buna, and that it is not gunpswdor, not an ex¬ 
plosive, not a poison gas. 

Q Were any negotiations conducted with the Arny Ordnance 
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Office for tho reconversion of Polish production to TTehrroacht material? 

A I don't knew arything at all about that; I consider it 
conpletoly impossible. 

Q How do you explain the expression, "adaptation to the 
German war econoqy." 


A This is perhaps a general fomulation referring to the 
'.Tar Econaay Regulation issued on U September 1939. It is contained 

9 4 

in Documont Book I in the collection of regulations and decrees sub¬ 
mitted by you the regulation of economy in tbo Third Roich; that 
is Document 1$. For tho rest, the sentence in the appointnont 
certificate of both trustees says that thoir activity was to adapt 
itsolf to tho requirements of Genian war oconoiy and German exports 
to neutral countries; that doos not point to tho production of any 
roquirononts. 


Q 7To want to discuss briefly tho throo Polish plants. 


First wo shall tako up Trimica. Iloaso describo to do tlio ownership 
conditions in tho Winnica plant boforo tho war broko out. 

A An internal arrangaaont with tho French pooplo dyo3tuffs 
groip was that Winnica was to bo considered as ownod one half by tho 
French and ono half by Farben. Ik*. Scliwab has described that al¬ 
ready. I can confirm what ho said: that, the French always guvo 
us all tho records on production, sales, financial questions, 
financial statements, otc. I .ysolf frequently oxnminod thoso re¬ 
cords before the war and discussod then with }5oreieur Frossard. 

Tho fact that tho Far'oen^cwned shares wore not made out in Farbon's 


nano bit wore hold by the I.G. Chccio in Basel I always explained 
in this way: at that tine tho Germans did not havo the right of 
settling and operating plants in Poland and for that reason woro 
not permitted to appear as the ownors of shares. For that reason, 
the shares were made out to the nauo of I. G. Chcmie Basel; but. 


as ilr. Schwab has stated, it was understood ty I.G. Cheaie Basel and 
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Farbon that these sharoS Mere hold on oiir behalf, they were, so to 
speak, the trustees for us; and we coOd cot then fron I. G. Chcmie 
Basel at any tino by rofurding the pxrchase prico. . 










3 May-M-Jr-5-l-Schvab (Iat. Eatz) 
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Q. Shan in youreyes Turban ** s the legal co-owner, of one-half of 
tfinnloa? - 

A. Yes. 

Q, 'Tiy then was Vinnica confiscated by the Oernan authorities and 
na.de subject to a trusteeship cdninistrati.on? 

A. I don t know, but it nay be that frcro a purely foroal point 
of view the fim was considered as h^vizv; French ownership, a country 
with which Cernany vaa at war, and that it was confiacated for that 
reason; I don't know. 

<4. ’-ere you ever in Vinnica yourself? 

A. So. * 

<<. Vo don't have te go into detaila about the Vinnica case, especially 
since the witness Schwab has testified about it already. I nerely 
want to aak'you, in your capacity as a technical expert, to explain the 
ontraouinone miestion again briefly, since the witness Schwab did not 
■3io*' very nuch about that. 

A, Antroouinone is an intermediate for dyestfiffe. One can also 
•oroduco a laxative free this substance. I don't know any >ther uses t: 
which it ayy be iut. It has nothing to do with nilitary reouirenents, 
neither directly n,r indirectly. One cannot produce any nilitary nnterial 
plants. In *urcpe there are at least eight that I could none, Probably 
even tioro. 

"ntroouinone is produced by various -or ocasses. At the beginning 
of the 1930's Fcrben granted a license to the French for a certain nntra- 
<^iin>no process, which vn* suitable f«>r tho very snail plant in Vinnica, 
which produced only six tons a nenth, according to production capacity . 

This antroijuincne vaa used f or the prodixotion of a khaki dyestuff for 
the Polish nilitary end other authorities. For this purpose antrnouinono 
had to be produced in the country. 

k. Vos the suggestion to dismantle the ontraauihone uanhinery unde 
by Farben or by the State Cainissars? 
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A. As far as I know, this surest ion vas =ede ouite unequivocally 
by the two c ranissers. Farten bad no interest in this scoll nachinery, 
because in its own plants it worked with nuch larger units, so that 
the nachinery vjuld n>t have fit into the Farben nechinery; and for the 
cost part they produced according to a different process. 

‘C did the con:: is ears raise this Question at 411? 

A - I don't know. Ferhaos the Reich liinistry of Icononics gave 
thee instructions to secure lnoortont'nachinery. Apart froo that, it 
vas probably the way .-r. Schwab testified, that this nachinery was to be 
taken nvey froa the Russian line of demarcation, because they considered 
it an lnportant Jland secret. 

Q. bhat happened to this nachinery? 

A. Uaf jrtunrtoly I cannot toll you that coapletely. Fron the d>)cuaentp 
introduced by the Prosecution one can see that this plant wi at first 
be leased. Instead of that, it was purchased, or>bably at the 
reouest of the haln Trusteeship Agency Fast. Vhat finally happened to 
this nnohinery we have not been able to find <xit as yet. In Fr-»secution 
Exhibit 1161, in Book 66, a letter of 6 February' 1941, a Director 
Baunann in Ludwigshofen is centioned. This nan is dead. He was the plant 
lender of the antraquinone Plant in Ludvlgshafen, wh allegedly took a 
great interest In this nachinery. out it seats thet the nachinery never 
arrived in Ludvlgshafen, for when after the end j f the vnr, all nachinery 
had t c be registered that bad been br night to Gorr-any froa the fwnor 
occupied territory, Ludvighhnfon did not register this naohincyy bocauso 
it vas not there. I v .uld * nice that it stayed in the Boruta Plant, 
but, as I said, I do not know. 

^ Mow socething else. "I ax said that the ownership in the Vlnalea 
was one-half Farben and the other half French . In July 1941 Farben 
’urchesed the fifty per cent Shares that the French held in Vinnica. 

,J hat was the reason for that? 

A. That «ca in the ourse >f the entire Franc >lor transaction. 

Cne fact -r hay have been that by acquiring rll the stock we wanted to end 
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the confiscation of Vlnnica and stop the trusteeship administration. 

"ere the French agreeable to this transaction? 

A. In July 1941 I personally conducted the negotiations for Winnica 
vtth the French in deris, and, os I remember, they were in conolete 
agreement. The fact that the k h aki business hod been el in inn ted for 
'finnlca produced an economic situation in that enterprise that looked 
anything but rosy. And, as f<u- os I renecbsr, the Trench were not at 
all dissatisfied with being able to get out of that risk. 

«{. Thnt is probably enough for “incicr. *‘e now turn t> Vola. 

Can y w tell no any detells cbout that? 

A, No, I never saw that plant. 

*>id you order that Vila shiuld be shut down? 

A, Ho; the suggestion did not ocr.e fron ue. The order w ft s issued 
by the asich Ministry of ionaolcs. 

\ Beta ojy-naohtolc neid machinery 1st) have been renoved fron 
Vola. Do you know anything about that? 

a. In njr opinion, this is ngoin a suggestion node t y the trustee, 
bcted, I presume, upon general regulations of the government. You 
rust consider that we in Farben did nit even know that u ola had a plant 
for the production of betaoay-naothtolc acid. The trustees foind that 
ait only after they made an inspection on the spot. 

’’ns that machinery of any particular significance for the 
Farben plants? 

*. Nc, because again very snail machinery is involved. In our 
plant whore this product was cade we worked m a nuch larger scale, 
and that operation was utilized t> barely fifty per cent, during-rtho 
war, since thdse dyestuffs then had a tnallor significance. I believe 

a 

that the securing of this machinery was again only a ouestion of 

preventing their being sold cheaply to other people, -hat is a measure 

of the trustees. I would take thnt fr-oo the letter of Kovenber 1941, 

a letter fro:: Tarben to the B*ich Ministry of economics which rands, - 

This is rrosecution Exhibit 1141, Book 55, page 98. of the German, 
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•wstfj 62 of the Inglish; I ouote, "The holding cwacy would furthernore 
be ant it lad to reaove tha usable nach inary froa Uoln - which by the 
¥ °J'i i® to bo shut down - anon* thac tha naw bata ojvnanhtoic facilities 
to tha aoruta olant, without changing anything in tha property rights 
by the removal." 

"If necessary, a lease agreement would have to ba concluded about 
this nachinery too, or it *-ould have to ba nede sura that Vela craditors 
not ba permitted to endanger tha axacution of thio contract ty 
foreclosure action." 

Cu But Farben later purchased that nlantl : l 

A . las. I have triad very hard to find out details and have turned 
to ty fornar associates Dr. Struts, Dr. Loehr and IT. Ciasler, who 
all unanimously told ue that neither th«y—and certainly not I— ware 
activa In that nattar at all. Iron tha affidavit of Dr. kagenboecker, 
in Joehna ^ocur.ent Book 3, Jaehne Document 43, Inhibit 19, I saw that 
Ik. Eaganboeckar oursuad his own parsonal initiatlva hare. He wanted 
to have tha nschinery for exoariaantnl psirnoses. ko sent a foreman 
froa Offenback to Poland to inspect tha machinery. I had not know any¬ 
thing at all about that, to the best of say recollection, neither did 
I know anything cbout the ran aval in 1944, since I was in Italy at 
that time. 

<i. What about Inhibit 1157, which the rtosecutlon has offered In 
Book 56, on p.-ge 54 ff. page 22ff of the Inglish, where it sneaks about 
taking over the products of Vola? 
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a . Yhess era dyestuffs intermediates fron Vola stocks. Apparently 
the trustees could not utilise these stocks when they sold the ’tola 
nr -ducts in r’olcnd, and, therefore, offered then to Farben. The 
documents that you aentioned are internal Jarben letters to various 
plants and laboratories for the testing of these products as to their 
quality. As for as I renenbor, I learned of this event only through 
the document*. '*hether Farben took ov«jr these products, I don’t know. 

Q. Abjut »eruta. I want to ask ycxx: Did Farben froo the very 
beginning have the intention of buying Boruta? 

A. Ho. I can assure you ouite definitely that I never had this 
Intention. The Polish dyestuffs plants were snail and technically back¬ 
ward plants. I opposed thd purchase of Boruta for a very long tine. 

Q. But it is.not a fact that Farben later did acouire Boruta, 
nevertheless? 

A. Yes, that is true. This is a case that happens sonetlnes, that 
one is nulled into something against his ova will. X believe that 
was the way it was here. The docuoents also sneak for that oolnt of 
view. In Prosecution Inhibit 1130, Book 55, page 85 of the Oernan and 
page 5*1 of the English, hr. von Schnitxler speaks about the stocks which 
were to be utilized in the interest of the Gernan econcny. 

Then, in Prosecution's Exhibit 1133, Book 55, on page 46 of tho 
G«r:;on and page 32 of the English, a file neno of the Connercial 
Coouittee .teeting which I, however, did not attend, sneaks of the point 
of view of the Cooaercial Caonlttee which is to be trnnsaltted to the 
two trustees: to found a holding conpecy in Poland to odninlster tho 
Boruta plant by way of trusteeship. 

This holding emoany was never organized. Kr. Schwab hr.s explained 
to us very vividly here how he tried with all neans nt his disposal to 
get. noney to keep Boruta operating. Finally he f<xind tho way out of 
Farben giving orders to Boruta and loaning the ooney to Boruta to 
fill those orddrs. The first of these orders was given in July, 1940, 
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and others followed* 

In all of 1940 lease negotiations were conducted for the duration 
of the war, in the course of which the Xaia Trusteeship Agency East 
stated that a purchase night be considered. This is shown by Prosecution 
Exhibit 1144, Book 55, on page 109 of the Gernan and page 71 of the 
English text. These negotiations again took a long tine. Other interested 

9 

parties put in an appearance, the Outbrod brothers, for instance. Then, 
finally, in Noveaber of 1941, the purchase agreement was concluded. 

Q. Then you changed yxir personal opinion about the acouisition of 
•'oruta during the course of the negotiations? 

A. Yes, that is correct. It was decisive for ne that I wanted tor 
avoid the plant's getting into the hands of liprnen. That went against 
cor grain as a technical nan, because then Soruta would undoubtedly have 
collapsed. 

Q. And what are the reasons for ycur assumption about the coilapso 
of Boruta? 

A. eoruta was situated in the Nerthegnu. The Varthegau had been 
node a port of Cercon customs territory. That renoved the high barrier 
protection that these plants had previously enjoyed. Boruta was not 
protected against the nuch larger Conan plants and could not ccopeto 
vith then any nore. 

Q. Did you have any legal nisgivings? 

A. No, I had no legol nisgivings. The entire affair was checked 
over by the Legal Deportnent ftrestuffs, which did not present any nis¬ 
givings tc ne. The plant xis not bought by the Polish State but by 
a Goman agency. 

Q- Md you participate in the xirchase negotiations? 

A. Dr. Giesler, who was partly in the TZA office and partly in 
the plant Mine Corps, was cccnissicced by no, eoproxinately at the end 
3t 1940, to carry jut an estimate of the value of Borutn at that tine 
probably in order to determine the value of the lease sun. When the 
purchase was decided upon. Dr. Giesler cade a plan, on ny orders, of 
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how a rational expansion of *oruta could be carried out, and during 
the decisive negotiations with the Kain Trusteeshio Agency test in 
Berlin I presented these technical points of view, I have already 
testified to that during cross-exanlnation. 

Q, Uhat ves the content of this plan ibout the expansion of BorutaT 

A, If ve acouired Boruta we had to emend large suns of nonoy to 
nodernize it, to rationalize it, and to nroduce new things in this plant. 
For otherwise it certainly would not have been able to keen in operation. 
And that was the plan; we planned to start uo a nunbcr of new productions 
and to r.odernlze th >se oroductions that were already functioning. 

Q. *nd what happened to the products of BorutaT Mere they brought 
to Germany? 

A. The Boruta was in the Vnrthegau, and the Harthegau was part of 
Qeruany at that tine. But the dyestuffs orectically all renalned in 
the 'fnrthegau, f^r Lodz is an inportant industrial center, and at that 
tine the textile industry in Lodt was working very busily. Then we 
supplied this Swiss dyestuffs *Jlont, rabianldo which Hr. Schwab uontioned, 
with interaodlatos, because the Swiss gentleaen had asked us to help 
then to nnintaln their personnel during the war.. Part of the internd- 
dlates, however, went to Gemany. 

Q. At one tine you said that in the autunn of 1942 you vlsitod 
Boruta. bhat did you do there? 

A. After Farbon bought Boruta, a certain Dr. liatzdorf, who hnd 
been appointed there by >. Schoener, becane the plant leader. I didn't 
know this Hatzdorf, and I wanted to see what he looked like. And on 
that occasion I also wanted to find <ut how the n**dernizotioa was 
orogressing. 

Q, How long were yiu in Lodz? 

A. One day. 

Q, bbat did you do there? 

A. In the corning I inspected Boruta, talked to Dr. Schoener and 
Dr. itatzdorf about the technical prograa, production, new plants, etc. 
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Dr. Matzdorf node a very favorable impression on ae. Ho was a calio, 

objective technical expert. In the afternoon *1 then visited one of 

. ... -n. In >*># *♦*•*.« 

thj largest textile enterprises In Lodz, because the textile article It 
produced Interested oe. On the next ipy I left again. 

<}. Did you visits any Party agency in Lods, or did you visit the 
office of the Belch Cooiiissioner for the Strengthening of Oeraanisn in 
the SastJ 

A. Ho, I would never have thought of that even in ny dreans, 

Q. Diring your visit to "oruta did you notice any things that 
had to do with the consolidation or strengthening of Gemanlsa? 

A. I don't reneuber thnt these things were .discussed at all during 
ny visit to boruta. This was ea affair for the Party, after all, and 
I didn't interest qyself in it. 

0. Did you know the Reich Coonissloner f or the Strengthening 
of Gemanlsa in the East? 

A. Ho. 

't. Do y ou know whether Farben at any tine diauontled equlpnont 
froa the foruer Polish State ownership of Boruta and brought it to 
Gerrany? 

A. To the best of cy knowledge, the answer Is Ho. 

Q. The docuuents nention a plant called Sarzyna, which the Boruta 
built on orders of the Polish tfar Kinlstry. Do y »u know ahything about 
thnt? And oarticulcrly whether equipment was disnantled fron this 
Sarzyna plant . and br ought to Ger-.any for Farben plants? 

A. To the best of ay recollection, I have heard this nane Sarzyna 
now frca the Prosecution documents but it is possible that I read about 

e 

it earlier, however, to the best of ay knowledge, at no tine was any 
eauipcent acquired by Farben fros Sarzyna and brought to Gernany. 

Mr. Schwab too, has testified along those lines and aaphasi 2 ed that 
Farben had nothing to do with Sarzyna. 

Q. In Prosecution Exhibit 1168, in Book 56, page 89 of the English, 
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a plant named BJixyn Is mentioned. D o yw know anythin* At)0ut that 
plant? 

A. I did a,t Know either, the Blixyn plant, I don't know anythin* 
ah »it those events described in the document. 

Q. Do you know of any other case in which Forben acauired equiraent 
froa Polish cheaical factories? ( 

A, Bo. 

T <> conclude your exanination on plunder and spoliation, I v-ant 
to ask you a general ouestion. Did you at any tine have wonder whether 
contracts about the lease or purchase of plants violated the principles 
of international law? 

A . Bo, in these affairs I bed to deal primarily with the technical 
facts; for the legal considerations there was the legal departnent of 
Fcrben. Thus; for instance, all the contracts referring to dyestuffs 
were worked .on Ip* the Legal Department fyestuffs, without exception. 

All of the correspondence vent through the Directorate Denartnsnt Dye* 
stuffs, which worked closely with the Legal Department I*estuffs. The 
chief of the legal department was Hr. Xuenttr, who repeatedly testified 
here os a vitr.e««, To the best of ny conviction, he cortninly would 
have warned ne if he hod detected anything that violated the low in thoso 
contracts. The centracts of that nature outside of the dyestuffs fiold 
were oil closely worked on by the eonpetent legal departments. 
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I vould have opposed -jt rejected any contract if authoritative 
agencies or people had pointed cut toaia that those contracta night possibly 
violate existing International Lav. Bobody told na that at any tine. 

IE. 3E£2ny!: "r. «Vecident, I have one core very brief ouastion 
about spoliation and then I will be finished. Vould you oernlt na 
to ask that Question before the recess? 

VE2 HiSIUaSS: Go ahead. Ask your question. 

3Y IS. BaASOT: 

Q. la-, ter hear, the last question: Did you get any profit or 
advantages of a personal nature fron those acquisitions and participations 
abroad? 

• A. Ho. Ky contract of enploynont prwided that any incone fron 
coonissions that cane to oe fron the Aufsichtsrate and other boards, 
vould have to be counted against ay salary, and that »*as always dona In 
these cases. 

TZ2 rRLSIDLBT: Gentlemen, it is tine for rocess. 

(Tribunal in recess until 1045 hours.) 


13158 







3 May-M-M/WJ-l-Ila Stewart (Int. Raaler) 

COURT VI, CASS VI - 

» » 

i 

. • 

• (AFTER RECESS) 

THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is again in session. 

THE PRESIDENT: The defendants Buetcfisch and Ilgner may attend the 
6oanission hearing this afternoon if they so desire. 

Were you through. Dr. Berndt? 

DR. BERNDT: Your Honor, I have concluded ay examination of Dr. ter 
Meer for the a»oent. 

BY JUDGE MORRIS: 

Ci. Dr. ter Meer, would you tell me how many plants were involved 
in the Rhone-Poulenc concern? Were there mare than one? 

A. The firm of Rhone-Poulonc had its main chemical plant near 
Lyon. In addition to that there were a number of other plants; a largo 
synthetic silk factor for example. I do not know whether it had any 
additional factories, -because I nover visited them. The main plant for 
pharmaceutical and chemical products was at Lyon, and I inspected that 
one once. 

0. And that, of course, was in thepart of France that was not ta- 
kon ovor by the Certaan Army; is that correct? 

A. These two factories I mentioned were locatod in the unoccupied 
territory of Franco. 

Q. Now as to the Francolor situation, how many plants or physi¬ 
cal properties were involved in the contracts which you nogotiated,- 
the two contracts that you mentioned? 

A. We aro mainly concerned with four largo olants. These woro the 
two plants belonging to the firm Kuhlmann, the Oisscl and Villera St. 
Paul factories. Those Uro factories, at the sacc time, were the most 
important.ones. Then there was a St. Denis factory, which belonged to 
a special company, and thon thoro was the factory at St. Clair du Rhono, 
which belonged partly to the gentlestn of Kuhlmann and partly to tho 
gentlemen of St.. Denis, I do not know exactly how the shares woro dis¬ 
tributed. As far as the other smaller factories included in the Fran¬ 
color contract arc concerned, tho factory in Crois-and Vasquehal, a 
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textile enterprise, to which a small dyestuffs factory was affiliated, 
belonged to Kuhlmanri ‘“hen thore was the factory Mabboux end Caoell, in 
Iyon; the latter Was quite insignificant from a production point of viow. 
It was costly a sales firm. 

Then there was the Steiner factory at Vernon, which was an old French 
factory which had always produced soao dyestuffs and in addition some 
other products. * 

Q. Were these plants in tho territory occupied by the German .Vray? 

A. The factory Mabtoux & Cfmell at I*on was alao located in the un¬ 
occupied territory. Tho other two factories I mentioned were located in 
the occupied territory. I should like to distinguish clearly between tho 
four main plants dealt with in tho Prancolor convention and tho smaller 
factories. The smeller factories - Mabboux & Oaell, Stoinor, Croia- 
Vesquolal were very insignificant as far as dyestuffs woro concerned. . 

Ci. Were the larger plants locatod in tho occupied territory? 

A. Threo of them were located in tho occupied territory, Oiaool, 
Villers St. Paul, end St. Donie. The fourth and smallost one, St. Clair 
du Rhone, was in tho unoccupied territory. 

JUDGE MORRIS: Thank you. That's all. 

THE PRESIDENT: Arc there any other questions by Defense counsol bo- 
fore we proceed with tho cross-examination of the doforxlant? 

Apparently not, so you nay cross examine, Mr. Prosecutor. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
DR. ter iEER 

BY MR. SPRECHER: 

Mr. Presidont, just so wo can make our plans, and Dofenso Counsol 
can also ect accordingly, porhaps to help you in supervising the situation, 
I can state that wo will havo no questions on Poland, and that I will havo, 
deponding on the nature of the defendant's answers, approximately 13 or 
14 questions concerning Frcncolor, and Mr. Presidont, if thero is the 
slightest doubt at any time that these questions are not holpful, we 
would be very glad to heax about it immediately, because we don't press 
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very much of this at this tine. 

Q. Jtow, Dr. ter lioer, in your cress examination, I want to get back 
to r very few contemporaneous documents of the timo in quostion. With 
rospect to the acquisition of the oxygen plants in Alsaco-Lorraino, I 
understood you to testify that you had had little, if any, connection 
with the requisition or development of thoso plants. 

Now I show you HI 4860, which will become Prosecution Exhibit 2192, 
and I ask you to look at tho extract of thoso TEA minutes, the TEA min¬ 
utes of 13 November, 1940, rfjere there is a heading, "Expansion of I.C. 
Oxygen Plants", by the defendant Jsehno. Isn»t it true that in connec¬ 
tion with the credit, and tho credits which would bo neodod for oxygen 
plants to bo acquired, you had such discussions in tho TEA? 

A. During that mooting of tho TEA on 13 Novonbor, 1940, a report 
by Mr. Jaehno is recorded, on tho development of liquid oxygen in tho 
Bast and tho West. With respect to tho Most, ho stotos that plants at 
Strassburg, Morlono&ch, and Diotonhofon aro plannod. Furthermore ho 
states, rnd I ryotoi ".mong tho credits on hand is a sum of 3 million 
Reichsmarks to serve principally for tho enlargement of existing oxygon 
plants". That does not show that wo aro hero concerned with tho salo of 
originally Prone.i property. If, however, I said that I had practically 
nothing to do with it, I did not so much rofer to the TEA mooting, but 
to the Vorstand meeting, whore that purchase was also roportod. 

Q. Now, you testified at some longth on direct examination con¬ 
cerning the nature of the negotiations betwoon leading officials of I. 

G. Parben and tho officials of tho French mother firms of Francolor. 

Among other things, you testified concerning Ambassador Hoamon's conduct 
at tho first cutting of 21 November, 1940. Now I would like to show you 
our NI 790, which will bo coco Prosecution Exhibit 2193- This is a lettor 
which was found in the files of the defendant Schnitzlcr, it is addrossod 
to the defendant Schmitz, and it is dated the very day on vhich that 
meeting was held. Would you please read the first paragraph? 
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3 Stewert (Int.Racier) 

COURT VI, C.\SZ ’/I 


Q» Did Dr. von gchnitzler send you a copy of that letter at the 

tiae? 

A. I don't know. I cannot say. 

n. Docs tho first paragraph which the defendant Schnitzler wroto 
there strike you as reflecting his opinion at the tiae, or was this 
possiblo some window-dressing for Dr. Schdtz? 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Prosecutor, tf»at is rather calling for the 
reading of the mind of the — 

MR. SPRECHLR: I bog your pardon. I think it is an unfortunate 
question. 

Q. Does tho opinion as stated in the first paragraph differ from 
wha.t the defondant von Schnitsler told you at tho tiae as to tho opin¬ 
ion ho hold of Huraoen'a conduct of the first atoting? 
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COURT VI CASS VI 
3 May U3-9-l-"-AiKill3 (Rasler) 

A. Counsel, if I said in qy testimony that we executives of Farben 
vrere rather unpleasantly coved by the aanncr in which Hemen appeared, 
this is based on a very positive recollection of a conversation on our 
way back free 'Jiesbaden to Frankfurt by car. In ay opinion this 
conversation could have taken place only between Lir. Schnitzler and 
s^'self, for It. uaibel lives in Wiesbaden a.<d probably stayed there fir 
the night. Tfe were displeased about the rather pronounced way Mr. 

f 

Heanen spoke. That is ay recollection. 

Q. Now I'd like to refer to the meeting on the next day. That is 
on 22 Novenbor I9u0. Is it not a fact. Doctor, that Duehenin vigorously 
contended that tl;e proposals cade by Dr. von SclmiUler for Farben at 
the end of tint first neoting woro in the nature of a dictate to the 
French? "Diktat* is the German word used. 

A. I bolicvo I can rocolloct that expression's having been used. 
Let bo check it. 

Q. foil, perhaps I can holp you. I will show you NI 152U0, which 
will bccouo Prosocution Exhibit 219ii. Ibis is a very short extract frcra 
Due homin's book "History of a Negotiation," froo which Dr. Sioners has 
alroady introduced a short excerpt in Schnitslor Z-hibit U9, pages 1 
and 2 of Schnitslor Docuaont Book 3. Doos that short excerpt refresh 
your recolloction? 

A. I can't really say whothor that expression was used; but as I 
said before, it's quito possiblo. I have only tho :»aterial which 
originated iron our «m ocn. Whothor that word is used thoro I don't 
know at tlic nouent. I'd have to look it up. 

Q. Don't you have any recollection of Duehenin stating that ho 
thought Farben was trying to inposo -iopose-an alliance upon the French? 

A. Tho French naturally didn't agree with our proposals on the very 
first day, that is quite correct. 

. Q. How, Doctor, isn't it true that tho Farbon file memos of the 
t-eeting of 22 Hovaabcr l?ljO — that is tho second mooting when only tho 
SVcnch and German chemical representatives were present — isn't it true 
that Farben's file acaq, official file aaao, on that conference, was sent 
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COURT 71 CASS 71 
3 Hay US-9-2-: 111 a (ftaalcr) 


to all the Vorstar.d -ajnbsrs? 

A* 1 can,t 300 it this copy sutrdttod by the Prosecution. I 
romclabor, thou-h, living read somewhere in the documents that the mono 
about Far ben's claija to leadership was circ-latcd in tho Vorstand. 

Q. Well, in order to refresh your recollection nore clearly about 
the basic file oteo, I shew you 1H 15225, which rill become our Exhibit 
21?5. This is a letter frees the defendant von Schnitsler and tho doccased 
Vorstand aontxr V/aibel to all ««a^rs of tho Vorstand, dated 28 November 
19u0. 

A. lus, that is corroct. 

(5. Hott, I Isavc one joro question about Ambassador Hoanan and Farbon, 
in connoction with your tostinony concerning the alleged fc ivo and Uko 
between Far be.i and tho loaders on tho French c^o-s tuffs industry. Now, 
after tho French and Farbon loaders had cow: to an agreement concerning 
tho basic pi-ovisio.ss of tho Francolor ogrccixcnt, isn't it a fact that 
Anbassador Hon or. was isxfomad by Farbon that "Sbe result of the negot¬ 
iations with tho French dye-stuffs industry !sas fully mot our demands." 
That or that in substauco. 

A. I can answer tlso question neither in tho affirmative nor in the 
nogativu. I Just don't know, ifr. Sprochcr. 

Q. 7foU, do you recall that Hccaon was infomed by anyone from 
Farbon that without tiio outstanding help ant 1 advico of tho Reich agencies 
in V/iosbaden and in Paris, Farban's doaaxxis would novor have boon not 
by tho French? 

A. I don't ;aiow wither any such doci»:.'.t exists. I really can't 
tell you frcia LKnory. 

Q. io assist your recollection I will show you HI 15227, w!»ich r.ill 

a 

tcU you free Prosecution Exhibit 2196. This is a letter iresa tho 
do fondant von Schnitsler to Anbassador Heeuen, dated 17 Jlarch 19hl, which 
was fairly well along in tho negotiations, and I ask you t» look at tho 
second paragraph, 

A. fes, i'x» von Schnitsler wrote that. 
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COURT VI CA63 71 
3 ’Jay U8-9-3-:K\ZiK*iIIs (Raaler) 


Q« Hoff, yau have confined certain testimony which tho defondant 
Ar.bros made, as I understood it, and which was to tho affect that 


representations ratio to the Roich authorities with respect to tho 
nilitary inportar.co of Francolor production was window-drossing of scao 


kind or other, ilow, in that connection wo vra.it to introduce an internal 
For ben moaorcuiduu fret: Borgwardt to the defendant bugler and Dr. Eckort, 
rrho has boon Mentioned in your tostiaony. T.vis 5a our HI 15233, nhich 
vdll bocooo Prosecution Exhibit 2197. This is a very short littlo mono. 


Please read it. 

A. This lottcr soys only — 

Q. Just a ucna.it. Doctor. I haven't ashed you tzy quostlon. I just 
rrantod to bo sure you rood tho letter. Hoc, is thorc any window-dressing 


about that? 

A. Ho, that is no -.rindow-drossing. That i a quite in nccordanco 
rrith what Dr. Aubros and I testifiod on that question, that Contrail to, 
DiprionylaraLr.0, aid Alpha-:tononitronaphtalino vrorc doll vorod. Thoso 
products wore considered diroct Uchrnacht noods, although they actually 
iro not oxplos.lvos but can only bo procosscd into explosives. Dinitroch- 
lor-bonxol was not dolivered, as far as I renonbor. At loast not in 
largo quantities. Alkydol is no roly paint. It is not a U 0 h roach t product. 
I sou no contradiction botouon ry or Dr. Ar.brcs's testimony and this 


report hero. 


Q. alo.ic this saw line, and thi s is cy last document to you. 

I want to shoi/ you III 15259# which vrill b_co o Prosecution Exhibit 2198. 
Thoso oro the nLiutos of tho Technical Coaaittoo of Franco lor — of 
Francolor, not of Far bon — on 5 October 19U2, V.iich you and the defendant 


Ambros attended. The defendant Kuglcr's initials are at tlio top. Tho 
first hooding is "Position tilth regard to travisfcr of manufacturers." .'i r 
first question deals with the second paragraph. Doctor, "As coal 
deliveries becane more and core uncertain they have to adapt theosulvas 
to the situation, that is to say, to the nw s of the Wehrnacht." Did 
that also moan in fact that Francolor production had to adapt itself to 


the needs of tho tJciimacht? 
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COURT VI CASH VI 
3 Hay k8-9-fc-;:-A2HJ - Qs (Punier) 

A. Yes, that is exactly what Dr. Anbros and I hava testified. 

Those pure dye-stuff factories, to a certain degree, had to be adapted 

to the ncods of the 'fchrnacht; and in the folloi/iug sentence is is stated, 

"IJononitronaphtalir.c, diphonylaaino, and centralito — I don't believo 

dinitiochlorbanzol was delivered — for the noeds of tho 'Bohmacht. 

And then cooc tho other products: phenyl beta, iiaphtylamine, accolorators" 

• 

— those arc vulcanisation accelerators —"Kaurit gluo, nonochloracetie 
acid, glycorophtalic resins, acids free phonol and formaldehyde" — it 
should read synthotic horo — "and phenol for tho civilian need. " It 
was a fact that a fow products of significance to tho military economy 
woro nasad first, but tho aain production i/as usod for civilian purposes, 
which is cloarly proven by tho figures I havo already given. 

Q. Doctor, in connection with Judgo Morris's question, it occurs 
to bo that port laps tho very last paragraph of this document night bo 
of oooo intorost. That is tho hooding undur ''Factory in Rloao" — 
R-I-B-H-B. An I correct. Doctor, in stating that that factory at Riooo 
ras ono of the French dyo-atuffs factories which was dosod down during 
tho Goman occupation, pursuant to Article 22 of tho Francolor Convention? 

A. Kay I ask you on what pago that is? 

Q. That is on tho lost pago, tho very last paragraffc. I'm sorry. 
Undor tho hooding, "Factory in Ricno." 

A. As far as I rsscabor, tho factory in Riooo was a Bolgian factory, 
not a French factory. This very snail factory was closed by tho French 
and tho installations woro sold by tho owners to Turbon, but 1 roally would 
havo to as:orta±n it. 

Q. hvll, trill you look at tho last scntojicc, whirs it says tho offer 
will bj sutaaitted again to Kuhlnaxm. Doesn't that indicate that it was 
a Kuhloann concern? 

A. The factory in Rione? 

Q. Ics. 

A. Yes, Kuhlnann. 


Q. I don't understand your connection to the Belgian factory then. 
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COURT VI CA33 VI 
3 Ifey (Raaler) 

A. Kuhl'iana had a saall dyo*-etuff factory in Belgian. 

Q. I soo, 

A. And tills faotory ceased production, and tie installations and 
all usable oquipaent xras sold to Far ben; I tiinlc this paragraph refers 
to that fact, but I t/ould have to ascertain it, 

Q. Did Far bun bear tiio cost of disnantling tint plant? 









COURT VI, CASS VI 


A. According to the version here, yes. It says here, "The equip¬ 
ment was sold for 60,0CO fceichaarks, end Farbon urdorstook tho dismant¬ 
ling." 

4. Just to bv certain I have your position, is this one of the fao- 
tories which was mentioned in Article 22 of tho Francolor Convention, 
which mentioned those factories which wore to bo closed down? 

A. I don't boliove that tho factory in Ricos was named in this 

t 

articlo of tho Convention. Othor fretorios are mentioned there, and I 
don't reooober the nemo of Riooo. I must ascertain Mother Riomo was 
actually tho nano of tho factory in Belgium. I don't remember it now. 

Q. Mow, in response to q eustion by Dr. Siomors concerning Dr. von 
Schnitaler in tho last part of 1945, at Krrnsborg Prison, you testified 
that Dr. von Schnltslor was put in tho same room with you in Kransborg 
when ho caao there, is that right? 

A. Yws. 

Q. Did he stay in the sane rooa with you. Dr. ter Moor? 

A. I believe he stayed thoro for about six non the. 

Q. And did he rsk to bo rooovod from your room? 

A. Yes. 

Q. ..nd was that because you had been criticising him for certain 
things? 

A. Yes, we had a violent rrgunont. 

MR. SPPECHER: No further questions. 

DR. BERHDT: Your Honors, I boliove thrt I an Justified in request¬ 
ing that Dr. ter lfeur bo given a chenco to soork on those docunants 
which have Just boon sutoittod. /oong thorn thero is n docunxmt which ex¬ 
tends to eight peges and which is on very thin paper rnd hardly logiblo. 
Thoro aro letters among them, es for instance tho last one, Exhibit 2198, 
extending to eight pages and very difficult to rood on thin papor. Thoro 
arc letters which tear no signature, noithor in tho original, which was 
handed to tho Secretary General, nor in the copies which wore distributed 
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3 s (Int,Rrmler) 

COURT VI, CASE VT 


to us. I don't think that tho Prosecution will object if I put these 
questions to Dr; ter HeQT after having discussed the documents vd-prtiim 
during a little recess* 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho Tribunal is not impressed with tho thought 
that there is touch that ought to require any considerable delay in or¬ 
der thet you night conduct your redirect examination. The witness's 
answers have been, in the main, very clear and positive. Howevor, the 

9 

documents, some of thorn, aro lengthy, and you are ontitlod to a reason¬ 
able opportunity to familiarize yourself with then, and Dr. tor Meor is 
certainly entitled to time to know tho contents of tho documents. By 
that I mean to suggost. Dr. Be rod t, perhaps this afternoon sometime af- 
tor tho noon lunch, could you take tho mattor up then, do you think, 
and disposo of it? Wc will give you that time over the noon hour that 
Dr. tor Ucer can rord the documents, and »o would liko, if you can, to 
close this mattor up today — somotiao during tho day. Will that bo 
agrocable with you? 

DR. BERNDT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE PRESIDENT: You may step aside thon. Dr. tor Moor. Just a mo¬ 


ment, Perhaps Dr. Sieoors wants to ask you a question. I am not sure, 
Did you have anything furthor with Dr. tor Moor, Dr. Sionors, at this 


timo? 


DR. SEUERS: Your Honors, I should like to objoct to tho intro¬ 
duction of two documents. Since Dr. tor Uccr any perhaps add something 
to thoso documonts, I should liko to csk that Dr. tor Meor remain in 
the witness stand. 

THE PRES IDIOT: Very well. 

DR. SIEUERS: I objoct to tho introduction of Document HI 790, Ex¬ 
hibit 2193, and I ask that it be stricken. If I understood Ur. Sprecher 
correctly, ho stated that this was a letter by Dr. von Schnitzlor to Dr. 
Schmitz. I have the so-called original before me, which is a photostrt 
bearing no signature and no initials. 

THE PRSSIDEOT: Well, that objection is sustained, unless the 
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3 (ZRttftealer) 

COURT 71, CASE VI 


Prosecution asks for the privilege of supplementing its evidence as to 
the competency. 

UR. SPEECHES: Ur. President, it will be very single to do. I think 
the certificate shows that this document was takon free I. G. Ferben 
Gri-shoia Control Offico files. »e will add to that certificate to show 
that this came froa File Number 17 of tho defendant Schnitzler's person¬ 
al filos. 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Prosecutor, does the statenont you just aade with 
reference to tho sourco of this docuaent appear in your certificate that 
is now on file? 

UR. SPRECKER: It wculd appear that it caoe froa tho Griesheia Docu- 
nont Contor, but the SEh, of which th* defendants havo long sinco had 
copies sinco this is .VI 790, show that this wa 8 taken from Schnitzlor 
Personal Filos Number 17 ond Ur. Hauptaen up above who wrote this analy¬ 
sis is available to aako a personal certification if nocessaj-y. 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho trouble is the resumption on tho part of proso- 
cution that this was a lottor tfritton by tho dofendant von Schnitzlor. 
Thore is nothing in tho docuaont to so indicate, end conceding that it 
is sufficiently ostabliched that it is a part of tho Farbon filos, 
ncvertholoss it is sooowhat of an Assumption to assume that Dr. von 
Schnitzlor wroto the latter. How, wo do recall that tho Prosecutor so 
stated when he offered it, and he askod Dr. tor Ueer sooo questions as¬ 
suming that von Schnitzlor had written tho lcttor. Now, that part of it. 
is quite cucstionablo. If it is pertinent tu any inquiry, tnore porhaps 
is a sufficient showing that it is a Frrbcn document because of tho 
source from which it came. That is tho trouble wo aro in. 

UR. SPRECHER: Ur. Prosidunt, sinco Dr. von Schnitzlor hes not taken 
tho stand, natur.Uy wo can't put the exact quostion to him. I didn't 
think thore wauld to any question about it, given the circumstances or 
oven the nature of the. words, bccauso I know quito a bit about Dr. von 
Schnitzler's letters. I didn't ask the quostion exactly to tho defendant 
ter Ueer, but I think you understood from his rnswers that he iianodiately 
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3 Uay-&Mfi*-10-J*-Mills (Int,Ranler) 

COURT VI, CASE VI 

i « 

* 4 

assumed (hat it was, 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, in your question you assus>ed it, and perhaps 
it was justified in hie in assuming that you wore correct. 

i£R. SPRECHER: Well, it doos soca to us that wo have at least es¬ 
tablished it sufficiently so that this is evidence of probative value 
dealing with a>meone, who can address the defendant Schmitz at the ond 
with n ihr" which is rather fanilirr in the German language, did write to 
tho defendant Schmitz on that sajao day fron Frankfurt rnd indicated whst 
tho view was as to how Parbcn was reacting — how those officials woro 
reacting — to Hocoon. 

THE TRIBUNAL: Nell, the objection to tho docuoont will be overruled 
upon tho thoory that thore is i sufficient showing that this was a docu¬ 
ment in Farben filos. -11 roforuncos in the intorrogation and answer, 
assuming that it was a lottor written by Dr. von Schnitzlor, axe ordorod 
strickon unless thoro is some showing, direct or circumstantial, that 
fastens the authorship of ths letter on the dofondant von Schnitzlor. 

DR, SEuffiRS: Your Honors, beyond that, wsuld you please state that 
it has nut boon proven that tho letter was sent off? 

THE TRIBUNALS I think I said that it was Mnittod upon tho showing 
that it was a document found in Prrbon filos. Now, for whatever that is 
worth, that is established. Thu Tribunal will not assume that it was 
mailed or dispatched, nor will tho Tribunal essumo who wroto it, unless 
thero is a furthor showing. It's Just r. pspor found in Farben filos, 
and under the rulings that wo have made during tho course of this trial 
wo will ovorrulo tho objection, but wo will not assume fromtho state¬ 
ments made in the interrogation that it was written by tho defendant von 
Schnitzlor, unless during the course of the trial, yet, thoro is somo 
shewing to that effect. 

DR. SUXZtSi I would bo grateful to Mr. Sprochcr if ho would submit 
a new certification. I think that tho certification is not fair,, because 
it is expressly certified that this was a letter by Hr. von Schnitzlor — 
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3 i£ay--ii-lG^ia-5^ills (Int^aler) 

COURT VI, C.'£S VI j * 

"Latter from Schnifczler^ This is contained in the official certifica¬ 
tion. 

TH3 TRIBUNAL: That is not in evidence before the Tribunal, and 
the Tribunal is unconcerned with the matter of certification, except 
insofar as it aay throw light on the authenticity and admissibility of 
of the document. Your client nor any of the other defendants ib bound 
by the conclusions in the certificate that the letter was written by 
some individual. 

MR. SPRECHER: 16*1 President, no one is in a better position than 
Dr. Sieoers and »no of the lawyers in this room to find out the truth, 
if they are interested in it. We can tell exactly where this file came 
from. 

THK PRESIDENT: kr. Prosecutor, aay I just remind you it's a good 
thing there is not a Jury here. Your remarks might bo very serious by 
indirectly commenting on a subject it ia not proper to discuso, and that 
is the refusal or failure of a defendant to testify. Thero is nothing 
before the Tribunal. Gertlenon, wo have ruled on that. Co on to the 
next matter hore. 
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3 May-«-!«“ll-l-$tone (Int.Raalor) 

COURT 71, -CASE 71 1 

% 

DR. SEGRSf My second objection. Your Honors, is directed to Doc¬ 
ument MI-15227, Exhibit 2196. I have here the so-called original, which 
was filed with the Secretary General, a photostat copy. This ohotostat 
copy rather conspicuously bears the heading, and I quote: "Copy of a 
letter to Envoy Dr. Hemnen of 17 March 19U." 

It can be seen from that quotation that this is not a photostat 
copy of the original or a carbon copy.* Even core conspicuous is the 
fact that on this photostat copy, under the typewritten vords "signed - 
signature," there is a handwritten note in tho English language, "Signed, 
v. Schnitaler." Thero is no typewritten signature; thero is ho initial; 
but English handwritten notice says, "Signed, von Schnitzlor." 

I think that I wa Justified in objecting for those reasons. 

MR. KEMUMi May I shortly toll tho Court this: Tho words in tho 
original copy "SIGH" are manifestly not tho English word "signed," bo- 
cauao it would thon bo not oxplainablo why tho "od" is missing. But in 
German you hovo a similar word "Signiert," and this word "Signiort," 
which means "subscribed by," is in tho normal wey abbreviated as wo find 
it horu "SIGN (poriod)." 

THE PRESIDENT: Lot the Tribunal soo tho original exhibit and tho 
accompanying certificate, ploase. 

«R. SPREQiER: Your Honors, that came from Kuglor's original files 
in Room No. 5 at Gricshcim Document Center, and wo will furnish a furthor 
certificate to that effoct; rnd wo know exactly who found it and whon. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, thero does appear to be some discrepancy bo- 
twoon tho English copy and the original certificate—original document— 
with reference to what is urged on bohclf of the Prosecution as relates 
to tho signature. Wo shall correct our English version of tho document 
to conform to the original ctocuaent on file; and you gentlemen may argqe 
tha significance of tho document at tho proper time. With that corrcd- 
tion tho objection is overruled. 

DR. SEKSRS: May I put one more question to Dr. tor Mcer? 

Th£ PRESIDENT: Yes. 
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3 May-M-MS-.U-2-Stone (Int.Rftnler) 
COURT 71, C*»E '/I 


REClSECT-HXAMINATION (CONT'D) 

A • 

g? P&r SE1ERS: 

Q. Dr. ter Moor, you havo Just listened to this debate. According 
to your recollection, was it customary in Ferben's correspondence to 
make a remark under e letter, "Signed von Sc'nnitzlor," or "Signiert, von 
Schnitaler," to use tho lottor "SIGN"? Do you hrve tho docunont beforo 
you? 

A. The use of the abbreviation "SIGN," as far as I know, is quite 
unusual in Gorman usage. Tho abbreviation mostly usod for "signature" 
is "GEZ.," for "Gozcichnet" (signed). I can't say that tho expression 
"Signieron" actually means "sign." Predominantly "signioron" moAns 
something olse. I would novor oysolf use tho abbreviation "SIGN" in¬ 
stead of "GEZ," becauao it isn't customary and not intolligiblo to most 
readers. In ay opinion, this is an abbreviation of tho English word 
"signed." How it gets there I don't know. 

Q. Dr. ter Moor, do you' roaeabor having soon lettors or oopios of 
lottors in Frrben correspondence which boar tho noto as in this case 
"signod," (signature)* (Gozoichnot, Unterschrift) on ono line end then 
another noto "SIGH (period)" and then tho nano? 

A. No, that is never done by U3. 

Q. Think you; I have no furthor questions. 

TdZ PRESIDENT: Anything further from tho dofenso counsel, with 
tho reservation that Borndt. sado? Apparently not. Anything from tho 
Prosecution? 

MR.SPRECHER: th will sou that tho actual original carbon copy is 
brought to-Your Honors, since Dr. Sionors has raised this issue. No 
ere always pleased to do that. 

RECROSS-EXAMINATION (Cont'd) 

BY MR. SPRECHER: 

Q. Now, Dr. tor Moer, referring to Prosecution Exhibit 2196, which 
is tho document addressed to Mr. Envoy—Mr. Hcmen—do you recall ever 
having seen that docuownt at any time before 1945? 
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3 May- yJ.'W-ll-3-Stone (Int.Ranler) 

COURT VI, W.-S3 VI 

A. You mean MI-15227? 

Q. Thr.t*a right. 

A. No, I don't remember having sfeen this latter hore. 

Q. Can you tell anything, from looking at the letter, ea to who 
wroto it? 

A. This lotter could of course have been written only by someone 
who know Mr. Hccmen closely. It refers to a conversation at tho Pots- 
dPBer Bahnhof. People would only convorse at tho Potsdaoor Bahnhof if 
they had mot before and if they net thero accidentally again. 

DR. SIBSRSs Your Honors, I object to this type of questioning. 

This merely esks for on opinion; it doosn't ask for facts to which tho 
witness can testify. 

THU PRESIDENT: The objection is sustained. 

Rscaoss-EXAumrioN (cont'd) 

BY UR. SPRECHER: 

q. Now, with rospact to Prosecution Exhibit 2193 (that's NI-790) 

I ask you simply whether or not thoro is anything about that copy of what 
purports to be a lotter, that indicates to you who draftod or sont that 
lotter. 

DR. SD&ERS: I object for tho saao reason. Tho document speaks 
for itself. Mr. Sprcchor can arguo from tho document Just as well as I 
can. 

UR. SPRECHER: Ur. President, I think I hnvo a. perfect right to ask 
him whether or not he, a Vorstend member for noro than twonty yoars, And 
tho Defendant von Schnitzlor, and other persons *ho might have written 
such a letter ending with tho familiar word "Tour" at tho ond. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vfoll, so far as the contents of tho lottor aro con¬ 
cerned, they speak for themselves; and i*iat they show is a subject of 
argument and perhaps differences of opinion among counsel. If there is 
anything peculiar or characteristic about tho letter from which tho wit¬ 
ness can deduce or express an opinion as to who wroto it, ho may do so. 
We don't care to have him discuss the contents, because wo can read that, 
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3 May-JMfi^ll-4-6tono (Int.Racier) 
COURT VI, CASE VI ; 


but If there is something ire cannot see—there n?y bo some marks, some 
indications, some peculiarity about tho letter, from which ho can form 
an opinion as to who wrote the letter-he can tell us. Tho objection is 
overruled, 

REC ROSS-EX.'AORATION (CONT'D) 

3Y UR. SPRECHER: 

From the contents of this letter-it becomes apparent to anyone who 
knows the situation that it originates from Herr von Schnitzlor. 
q. Thank you very ouch. 

REDIRECT-EXAMINATION (CONT'D) 

BY DR. SIEMENS: 

q. Dr. ter Moer, do you know whether this letter was sent off? 

A. No, I know nothing about that. It is ay personal impression 
that I actually novor saw the letter. Of courso, today I can't say thnt 
•with cortainty. At any rate, I don't reoaabor the lottor, and I can't 
say whether it was sent off or not. 

q. Aro copies of letters initialled in F«rben offices, or in tho 
Frankfurt offlco; or is it the practice to typo tho nano? 

A. You moan on the copies? 
q. Yos, 

A. As for as I know that was a customary procedure. There woro 
various methods by which to do that. Many men put their own initials 
right on tho copios, in other casos there was a strap which was put on 
the copios, and sometimes the naoo was typed, As far as I was concerned, 
I always demanded that copies which had soao essential contents always 
bear the initials of tho sender. I'm not referring to insignificant mat¬ 
ters. I don't know how Mr. Schnitzlor's office handled those matters. 

• • 
q. Since you aro giving your opinion, could this perhaps be a 

draft, since it doesn't boar p signature—that is, a draft which was not 
sent off? 

THE PRESIDENT: Hell, perhaps the judgment of counsel or oven of the 
Tribunal may be as good as that of tho witness on that score. Unless he 
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know3 that It was e draft and not an original, he couldn't throw any 
light on that subject. If he does know, ho can tell us, but if he's 
just deducing froa a copy, we can do that the sane as the witness. 

BY DR. SIEMENS: 

A. Hrturally I can't cake any steteoent ebout that. I said that 
I don't rcceober tho letter; therefore, I don't know what it was. 

F 

Q. Ho further creations. 

THE PRESIDENT: How, apart froa the reservation raade by Dr. Berndt, 
to perhops interrogate tho dofondant a little further after the noon ro- 
coss, ore there any other questions to be asked of Dr. ter Heor by de¬ 
fense counsel or by the Prosocution? Apparently not. Then, with that 
reservation, Dr. tor Moor, you nay step aside. (THE WITNESS IS EXCUSED 
PRO!! THE WITNESS STAND) 
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DR. SEERS: Dri Siecars counsel for Dr. von Schnitzler. 

With the permission of the Tribunal, I shall continue with my pro- 

u 

sentation of evidence. 

Your Honor, for the record: before starting with Book VI, I should 

like to refer to Book V, which was submitted on Friday, and correct one 

mistake there. Document Jio. 83, Exhibit No. 87, Pago 13 of tho document 

book, contains a mistake which distorts the sense of tho document. That 

• 

mistake is feral in the original and in the copies. It says, and I quote: 
"For the support of Prrbon it was agreed in 1941, between Francolor and 
Farben, that a storage agreement be made with roapcct to 8,000 tons of 
dyestuffs." The entiro context and the other documents show cleArly 
that it is stated hero accidentally, "For tho support of Farbon." It 
should read, "For the support of Francolor," or "for tho aipport of the 
Francolor plants." I shall try to get tho official correction, but, in 
ny opinion, this is dear from tho ontire contoxt. Porhaps Ur. Sprochor 
will stipulate. 

UR. SPRECHER: I'll stipulate that the affiant Wonk meant to say 
Francolor and not I. G. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well; tho record will bo considered corrected 
in that regard. 

DR. SIEMERS: Uay it please Your Honors, I shall now start with ray 
document books itfiich doal^th tho basis for Count Two of tho Indictmont, 
the use of tho economic power of occupied territories, so-called spolia¬ 
tion; 

Schnitzler Document 99 will become Exhibit Ho. 99. These are tho 

regulations of the Hague Rulos of Land Warfare. Your Honors, it is very 

difficult for defense counsel to obtain their toxts from tho libraries. 

For that reason I have submitted these Hague Rulos of Land Warfare in 

• 

their entirety, which had not boon offered by tho Prosecution, bocause 
I am interested in both the preamble, and a nuefcor of miscellaneous ar¬ 
ticles. In view of the documents which I shall submit later, I should 
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merely like to refer to those articles which I shall particularly need 
for ay legal purposes—that is, Article 3, on Page 4, according to which 
the belligerent party is obligated to compensate for any damages. This 
refers to the question of whether ot not claims can be lodged against 
private persons. 

In Article 23 of the supplement (that is on Page 15 of the document 

book), we have an important statement under "g." Tho Tribunal will re- 

• 

member th*r the Control Council Law (toes not contain a definition of 
the word "spoliation." Consequently wo havo to resort to tho Hague 
Rules of Land Warfare, Here wo don't have a oroper definition, but we 
have a certain indication as to the meaning of tho tero: It moans "to 
destroy or seize onemy property, unless such destruction or soizures bo 
imperatively demanded by tho necessities of war." 

121. SPREOiSR: kr. President, I think we're having a preliminary 
brief rather than tho presentation of ovidenco. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, that is argumentative. Now, Dr. Siomors, you 
may introduce your docuMnts, and if you think that a particular part of 
an axtcnalvo document will be of importance, or you will roly upon cer¬ 
tain features of a document, it's proper for you to call our attention 
to it so that we can mark it in our books; but let's leave tho argument 
of tho caso until wo roach tho argument, please. Co ahead to your next 
document. 

DR. SHUERS: The next document, Schnitzler Docunont No. 100, will 
become Schnitzlor E--.ri.blt No. 100. This is tho Atlantic Charter of 14 
August 1941, signed by Roosevelt and Churchill. It contains the words: 
"Their countries seek no aggrandizesnt, territorial or othor." 

Document Ho. 101, Exhibit No. 101, is Control Council Law No. 10, 
Article 2, la and lb. The Control Council Law does not contain any 
definition of tho torn "plundor." It merely refers to an “infraction 
of the lews and customs of war," which is tho Hague Rules of Land Warfaro. 

Document No. 102 will bocooo Exhibit No. 102. This is a legal 
opinion by the faoou3 expert on International Law, Dr. Horbert Kra.uss, 
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concerning the criminal responsibility of private persons' in cases of 
violations of Intentional Lai*. 

MR. SPRSCHER: Ur. President, so far as I know, one of the mast 
charming people I know is Dr. Krauss, but I certainly do not think that 
an opinion running for all these fifty pages, which converses up and 
back a lot of questions of law by a oan recontly— 

THE PRESIDENT: Vs shell mark that document as for identification, 
so that counsel can use it, if ho finds it proper, in his argument or in 
his triefs, for whatever it aey be w>rth. If it is the opinion of an 
expert, it would be persuasive with the Tribunal. It night have boon 
used oven without being put in the docunont book. 

MR. SPRECHSl: Perhaps, thon, I should indicate that Dr. Krruss is 
around here—is that not true. Dr. Sicoors—as a defenso counsol? 

DR. SIEMERS: Profossor Krauss was an associato counsol in tho DfT 
trial. Ho did not participate in tho further trials as dofonso counsol. 
By ordor of tho American Military Tribunals ho was activo in tho editing 
of the official trial record of. the DfT. 

MR. SPHECHER: That's correct. 

THE PRESIDE!IT: Very well. 

DR. SiaiERS: I thank tho Tribunal for its ruling/ I night Just 
mention that such documents wore accepted by tho othor Military Tribunals, 
in bath tho Plick md tho Krupp cases. I asked to have this docunont 
given an exhibit number bocauso this lcgrl opinion contains a nuabor of 
oxcorpts froo utterances on those questions by woll-known personalities 
hero in tius courtroom and throughout tho world. Among others, thore 
are Stinson, Justico Jackson, tho French Chief Prosecutor Donwntaguo, 
tho Russian Prosecutor Prokowsky, tho Vionncso export on International 
Law Kolchon. Furthermore, there are uttorances by the Haguo Court. All 
those statements indicate that theso personalities represented tho point 
of view that private porsens cannot be indicted. This is truo, in par¬ 
ticular, with respect to tho decision by tho Haguo Court, contained on 
Page 21. I night state that in tho Flick Trial - Gonoral Taylor. 
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THE PRESIDENT! Dr. Siemors, I don't want to eppeer to bo impatient 

»*ith you, but, after all, that's argumentative material; and you now have 

• 

the document in a situation where you can use it, to your full extent, in 
your briefing and in your argument. It's not proper that the presenta¬ 
tion of the ovidence should be used as a substitute for argument. I think 
you have done as ouch as you're entitled to do with respect to this docu- 
nant. The Tribunal will be very happy to have you discuss it if you 
think it will help us in the consideration of the caso. I'm only con¬ 
cerned that we do not use the presentation of the evidence for argumen¬ 
tative purposes. • 

DR. SIEUERS: Schnitzler Docuaent No. 103 will bocono Exhibit No. 

103. It's a decreo of the Fuehrer and Reich Chancellor concerning the 
Occupied Polish Territories, datod 12 October 1939. 
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It oontnins the aooointnent of tha civilian adninistration in Poland; 

Plaasa nota that on page 91 tha preamble to this lav conforms exactly to 
tha wording of Article 43 of the Hague Wiles for Land Warfare. With res¬ 
pect to the r el evade y of this document, I night point out that it concerns 
tha subjective point of vle-r, for tha industrialists knew only what 
Hitler proaulgated officially. 

Schaitrier Ooeunent #2 has already bean given Exhibit 2 for 
identification; I nek that it now receive a proper exhibit nunbar. I 
subr.itted it to the Cocnissloner during the cross excninatlon of Dr. 
Schlotterer. It is o decree of the Fuehrer with respect to the adninis¬ 
tration of the newly occupied Lastern territories, dated 17 July 1941. 

The orear.ble again conforns to Article *3 of the Hague Rules on Land 
Warfare, . 

>.3, SrBLCKR: kr. President, would you put a question nark besido 
both 103 and Exhibit 2, in that they aention only the preanbloj 

THE PliSHSM: Very well. 

Dn. SlZMERSl I didn't quite understand that. 

Tri PnESIDIST: Counsel was asking us to note that they were not 
(^Toeing with your analysis of the document in your index. The d >cunont 
will speak for itself. We have Indulged that practice wherever counsel 
vnntad to coll it to our attention. 

DR. SEiSaS: Docunent 104 will beco-e exhibit 104. This was a 
prosecution docuoent in the Flick trial. It is the decree concerning 
the special economic assets in the Occupied Eastern Territories, dated 
28 Kay 1942. I cell your pnrticul.-r attention to paragraph 2: *Tho 
special aconoaic -ssets are to be -.dninistered in trusteeship. Sales 
fill reauire the approval of the Reich i.inlster for the Occupied Eastern . 
Territories." 

I refer to this natter because lrter docuaents will show that, contrary 
to the assertions of the iToeecution, the rritish nilitnry Governuent, 
for instance, holds the sme point of view today, with respect to tho 

position of a custodian that under certein ciruunstnnces snles are pemissibl. 

13182 


p 


3 Key-H- J?-13-2-Leonard 
Court VI Case VI 


Docunent 105 vlll hecooe Exhibit 105. This is the first lnplenen* 

ta.tion order of the previous decree. 

Document 106 and 107 will he Exhibits 106 and 107. Those nre 

the third nnd fourth inpleuentotioa orders of the sane law, the law on 

the disposition of the special econoaic assets in the occulted Eastern 

territories. I -*»t these Into evidence for the soke of cosnletenees. 

» 

This brings ne to the end of Docunent Book VI, and I shall now turn 
to Docunent Sook VII. 

Your Ktnor, I oust apollf-ize. The Secretary General has Just 
inforned ue that I node a technical mistake. I started in this docunent 
book with #99. That was a cistake. I should have started with 102. 
Unfortunately, the nur.bers are all wrong. ."lease excuse ne. 

THE rf—SIDEl'iT: It won't take long to charge then, and we'll help 

you. 

SS should be 102, is that correct. Dr. Sieners? 

DR. SE.ERS: Yes, 102. 

TEE ??-SIDELT: Dvcunent 100 should be 103; 101 should be 104; 102 
should be 105; 103, 106; 104, 107; 105, 108; 106 should be 109; 107, 
should bo 110 ; and your next document will be 111 . 

DR. SEiitEnS: flense forgive no. 

I now turn to the next Ajcunent *ook Ho. VII. Docunent 108 will bo 
Exhibit 111. This is an excerpt froa the so-called liorgenthau -■'lan. I 
on subuittliv it only because I shall need it for ny local nrgunent* 
and for purjooes of defining the tem "utilisation of the economic 
capacities of occupied territories" and for the definition of "occupied 
territories" and "spoliation". This is Exhibit 111. 

The next docunent, 109 , will be Exhibit 112. This is a directive 
of the United Chiefs of Staff, the so-called JCS 1067, to the Supreao 
Coriander of the American Occupation Forces, Sisonhowor, dated April 1945. 
I submit this docunent because I shall need it also for ny nrgunents. Tho 
oreciible contains an indication that Ge cany is occupied os a defeated 
enecy state. That is on the basis of the Hogue Bulas of Land *farfare e ct 
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furthermore indicates that no stttps are to be taken in Gornany with 
respect tc the economic construction of the country and that Gernan eco- 
nocy Wr'.8 not to be aaintaiced or strengthened. 

.2. 2SSCHEH: Hr. President, there is a lot of paper in the next 
three books, and we thought perhaps an objection et this tine would cavo 
a lot of trouble. Beginni-g with Scfcnitzler inhibit 111 and running on, 
with very few exceptions, we think that these docunents.have utterly no 
place in this case. 

How, if you will nerait a short survey of our grounds for objection 
it will save the necessity for numerous individual objections, and I 
think, as compared to the amount of legal argument that hee been taken 
up in other cases where Dr. Sieuers has done the sane thing, we'll pro¬ 
bably core out better in the lcsig run. 

firstly, these docunents principally hcve to do with Allied policy 
after the unconditional surrender of Germany with resnect to Gernan pro¬ 
perty or Gernan industry. 

How firstly, the Allied occupation of Gernany took ulace after on 
unconditional surrender. After Hay, 1943, there were no longer any 
oroios of Ger.iany or foroer xeiropean allies in the field attesting 
to reconouer either Borman territory or territory previsouly occuplod 
belligerently by Oemany. 

These facts and their legal conseouences were considered and 
decided u->on by Tribunal III in Cose Ho. 3, the so-called “Justice" Cose, 
in its decision of 3 Decenbor 1947, Transcript 10617 ff. after citing 
nunerous authorities cn the legal Questions here involved, Tribunal III 
decided; “The ?our Powers are net now in belligerent occupation or 
subject to the llnitatlons set forth in the rules of land warfare." 
Transcript 10,620. 

•e recuest that the Tribunal take Judicial notice of the reasons 
advanced by Tribunal III in its Jud^ient as to why the evidence of the 
type which 3r. Sieners now seeks to set forth is even beside the point for 
purposes of orientation. The body of interaational_law crystallized 
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and dodified in the Segue 'convention are rules of land warfare. 

BS. SISiRSl Counsel please repeat the last sentence. 

THZ « tIS I3 L 5C ; «r. Sorecfcer, will you repeat your lest sentence? 

ii3. S*E_CriS: "a request the Tribunal to take Judicial notice of 
the reasons edvenced by Tribunal III in its Judgnent, on the theory that 
we believe these naterials are not evpn urooerly cited for purposes of 
argument with respect to any issues in this case. The body of internnt- 
ional law crystallised and codified in the Hague Convention ire rules 
of land warfare. They -olace linitations uoon the treatnent of property 
during a belligerent occupation whilst there are still ornies of the 
op-iosing o Autries in the field. As to the decisive lmoortance of crnioo 
still being in the field rod still attesting to restore the occunied 
countries t .their true owners, w refer to the decision of the U.T, 

Voluie I, page 2 Si, of the official text. 

Hence, the b ,<y of law which was oncorroasscd in the Hague Convention 
and since developed in this field does not moly.to the nresent Allied 
occupation, and similarly, the conduct and policy of the Allied powers 
•or any of th«i after the Goman unconditional surrender has no possible 
bearing on the Question of Ooman spoliation of the countries it occupied 
between 1939 and 1945. The occupation of roland and the other countries 
which fell vlctin to Uernan aggression regained a belligerent occupation, 
precarious in chrrncter, as the IXT found, while opposing arnies were 
etill in the field seeking to reoel the invader. 

Secondly, the allied policy and' practice in occupation involves at 
leost three elements which distinguish it fron the belligerent occupation 
Of Oemany between 1939 and 1945: 

(a) The control of the econoaic and nllitary notential of defeated 
nation which twice in a generation invaded the lands of its neighbor* nhd 
twice unleashed the carnage of world war. 

(b) Restitution and reparations to the victina of aggression, whose 
nroperty one*, nan- j over were either destroyed or else incomornted into the 
general Gerium ailitary economy in its waging of aggressive war; 
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(c) lha exercise of the uitinate sovereign power of ,-overnnent for 
Go many eftar tha ind of actual warfera. This point is also thoroughly 
•developed in tha Justica decision, Transcript 10641-10645. 

thirdly, wa o<wld submit a hypothesis upon which wa do not hava to 
raly bar a, nacaly, that Qamaijy, under the Kellogg-Briand i-act, wns bound 
to consider var as outlawed and did not and, therefore, es an aggressor, 
is in no position now toattecot to o«dds a construction of international 
law which it itself had torn asunder; but on the basis of tha first two 
argents we hi.r* uade above, we went to point out that wa do not even 
hnvo involved hare a so-called tu quotjua doctrine. Bather, we beliove 
that accepting this proof would encourage confusion, above all in the 
□inds of Gomans, as to the aeaning of these trials and the foundations 
uuoc which they rest, all of us have syirpathy for the suffering that has 
now bounded back upon the Geman people because of the aggresoion which 
its political and econonic leaders waged, node possible, and so Ion* 
sustained, but any preventative or retributive neasuros taken in the day 
of reckoning, after a. hard-won peace and victory, • should not be onnfusad 
as a natter of law with the illegal reaeures of occupation which Gernany 
applied and enforced whilst her victims still fought bank to restore thair 
lands frou Garr,nry»s aggression. 

Now, as a natter of fact, >*. ^resident, sone of the docunents in 
this book issued by British and A'.ericnn authorities, which Dr. Sieners 
has included, f-r example Schnitiler Document 115, define and reassert 
the applicable rules ,t law as ve have rrgued above. Under any theory 
or relevance it is difficult to ascertain for what reason nary of theoo 
documents were subnitted for processing, unless it is to nake this Tribu¬ 
nal whet it clearly is not, nacaly a forun or a conplaint board for 
niscellaneous grievances which certain Gernans find with the Dresent occu¬ 
pation, or even a forun where the intra-Allied and intra-Anerican 
problecs or intra-Sritish problens of occupation policy can be airod and 
reviewed. 
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V* want to point out thati In the opinion of the iTosesution, the 
admission In evidence of the docunents In auestion would Involve the 
spending i>7 all oertlaa of considerable tine and effort on nattors 
which have nothing to do with the Issues in this case, 

TZz. 2SSSIKST: How such aora tine do yiu want7 

MR. S?RiCES: One niaute. 

THE ?B2SI32JT: Go ahead. * 

mi. SrRiCKIR: The prosecution will necessarily desire to go into 
the question of Allied occupation policies end activities , if the docu- 
aents in auestion were adnitted in evidence and the Tribunal thereby 
indicated that they deeaed then to have me relevance, since, in the 
view of the rrosectulon, the purpose if defense counsel in seeking to have 
the docuuents adnitted in evidence is to set forth such policies and 
activities in an unfavorable 11 At, rather than to try out any issues 
which are involved under any conceivable theory in this case. 

Vo can only aention that, for exnanle, if the auestion of reparations 
is mentioned, that would Involve going into sooe questions of Justifica¬ 
tion. 

Kov, Just one further thing. The index of this book, in a number 
of cases, could be slightly nisleading, and we don't want to have to 
refer to that again, ilr. ^resident. There ore indications thnt theso 
documents were presented in the Flick cose. That's true and nost of 
then were alto rejected. In tone cases there is a difference between 
"presented" and "accepted", but I Just vunted you to know thnt whore 
it is "presented" wo don't have any such problen. • 

I would also like to point nit that when Dr. Sloners attonotod to 
ires-int oral evidence concerning the dismantling of Kruoo plants in the 
Ktupp Case, this evidence was rejected. 

THL ?2CSE£ST: Dr. Sieners, after lunch we'll pernit you to briefly 
state the theory upon which you're offering these docunents. Hoy I soy 

that in your thinking cbAit the subject, gentlemen, please bear 
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that this Tribunal it not concerned in deteraining any issue# exaept 
those that are necessarily inplied in the case we're trying. 

The Tribunal will rise until 1:30. 

( A recess was taken until 1330 hours, 3 Hay 1948.) 

I 4 


13188 




3 May-A-J?-15-1-Leacard (Int. Katz) 
Court VI c asa VI 


(The hearing reconvened 




hour*.) 


TEE MARSHAL: Tha Tribunal i* again in session. 

DR. DIX: Hr. President, a vary brief statenent I hava to noka, A 
few weeks ago I gava tha corrections for tha transcript and the Tribunal 
recccnaadad that I study it through vith Hr. Sprecher. That was done 
and tha Sicratary General received a copy, signed by both Hr. Sprecher 
and ayself, and X herewith vent to introduco these stimulation* for the 
record* 


Mr. President, one nora thing, tfe shall hava to subnit further cor¬ 
rections but I already talked about this to >ir. Sprecher and that will 
not bo possible by tha 13th of May. E„wver, I believe that there won't 
be any objections oc your part that Hr. Snrecher and I will be pernitted 
to subuit these after the 13th of Kay. 

THL FRESHEST: That will be entirely satisfactory, gentleren, and 
we d) appreciate your cooperation in saving tine with resect to naklng 
these corrections on the record. May I suggest that you uark one copy 
of these corrections so as toindicote that tha corrections are agreed 
upon by c <unsel for prosecution and defense and hand it to the Secretary 
General for tha record. Tou could Just indorse on it on the outsido 
a- one place so that it will sh)w. 

DR. DIXi Shut has already been dona. Ve both of us signed it and 
I shall now sign another copy. 

THE PRESIDES!: Very well. Then the record nay show that the agreed 
corrections of the record, Joined in by cunsel for prosecution and de¬ 
fense, is now filed and nade a part of_th*.jeccrd in this case. 

DR. 3ERSDT: "ay I ask that tov‘ hava-'eri{©mpprtunity to ask Dr. 

Tar Hear a few questions in redirect e.var.inatioh?^\ 

THE PRESIDENT: Ua apor M your nrenptne*B'll’ handling that 


natter, but if you do not 


on the documents being offered by- It.-' 


Lhte your praiptnes^ii' handling that 
& 3irr.il,. ittylnK hi vlll finish up 




have boon giving sone 


consideration to that during the noon hour and. while it 1 e fresh in our 
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nind3 and while we're on it, if yxi will step aside for Just a few ninutos 
I think va can dispose of that nottar, 

Sow, Dr. Sieaara, I coy any to you that during tfca noon racasa the 
calibers of the Tribunal have gone through your docunent books 7, 8 and 9 
bo that we are in a general way faailiar with tha contents of the books 
and wa are expecting to dispose of the question of the introduction of 

9 

these documents very orooptly now. Before wa indicate our rulings, too 
things wa should like to do. Va should like to know whether or nc* 
tha record nay indicate tha objection of tha prosecution to all of the 
dicujents contained in your Books 7, 8 and 9, separately and severally, 
so that wa know what ouestion is presented to us. If that - as I ttnder- 
stead it to be - is to be tha objection of tha prosecution, va should 
like to have you state briefly your poslti .n. 

Will you answer us to that, Hr. Prose cut Jr? 

hB. SPRECKERi Hr. President, I think our objection runo to each 
and every one. There nay be one possible exception hero or thero whero 
we w>uld have no objection. 

THE PILSIDEiTTs 7ery well. Just for the interest of tine then the 
record nay show that the prosecution has no- objected to the introduction 
of all of the d.cuuents contained in the Docunent Bocks 7, 8 and 9 of the 
Defendant von Schnitxler, separately end severally, and now. Dr. Stoners, 
you cay state to tha Tribunal, before ve taka up tha natter of the 
ruling, if you core to, y/ur position as to the theory uoon which you 
are offering these documents. I nay say in that connection you need 
not concern yoursolf nuch with the ninth book, but wa particularly would 
like to hava your position with reference to the documents in Books 7 nhd 
0 . 

DR. SClBRS: «r. President, before I begin nay I clarify one 
Tactical question first? Vhy Hr. ^procher objects to ny Book 9 I cannot 
understand. They are no docunents at all referring to this ouestion. 

HR. SPRECHER: I cey hava nada a mistake. I think ve stould not go 
into Document Book 9 for the cccaat. 
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TE5 ffi-SIDtST: Very veil. Than the i'roseeution is objecting to 
the documents in your Books 7 and 8 and you need not spend ary tine 
in telling us. Dr. Sieaers, vhat these docuoents are because we have 
examined the docucents, txit we do want to accord you the privilege of 
stating upon the record the theory uoon which you think they are ccopetent, 
» nd if you will please be kind enough to be very brief. 

9 

IB. SH.-BIS: Your Honors, I ask for yxr understanding that in 
this dispute between W*-. Sprecher and nyself this is a oueation of 
fundamental importance in this law suit. It is of tremendous inportnnco 
for ne that the documents contained in Books 7 and 8 be adnitted as the 
basis for the legal Justification and oarticularly in regard to Couht II 
of the indlctnent. If I do not have these docunents, if I don't have any 
one of these docunsnts, as is Hr. Sprecher*s deslro, then I can hardly 
see a possibility of presenting a logical and reasonable argument 
about the subject of plunder and spoliation. "hother these docuoents 
aro adnitted ns evidence or eAlbits, or whether a few of then, for 
formal reasons, as the Ilick trial handled it, whether these are not 
going to bo adnitted ao exhibits but corely with the stimulation that 
I nay refer to then in ny argunente, if that is*going to be the rtocieion 
that they will be given an identification nunber, that Is nracticolly not 
so imortnnt. 

In order to clari - one thing • bsolutely I want to anticipate tho 
last point that hr. S-orccher has stated. Hr. ^rechsr asserted that I 
was presenting these docuoents because it was ry intention, aoart from 
the material in the trial, to throw a bod light umon the conduct of tho 
Allies and Allied Oovercnent. I emphasize exoressly that that is not 
correct. If I had wanted to do that, then this would not be the proper 
place and I understand oulte clearly that attackes and reproaches against 
the Military Government belong into the political sector and not into 
this court roon. 

If I do bring these documenta it is done neroly to show the legal 
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basis of international law, in order to show what an industrialist could 
know about international law. It’s done in order to show what insecurity 
oredoninated in the case of lasers, politicians and nilitary govern¬ 
ments in this, particular field. 

About the r emaini ng statesents of Hr. Sorecher I want to soy this. 
First, a crime which-one is charged to have coonitted nust be defined 
clearly. Such a definition is not contained in Control Council law. 

Such a definition is also not contained in the Hague Convention of Land 
Warfare, There are serely a few indications in the Hague Convention fron 
which the ideas and the principles nay be derived. The prerequisite for 
a law suit is the fact that the defendant, when eonaitting his act, knew 
what was permitted and what was prohibited. 
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In order to show that that is so. Instead of bringing any other doc¬ 
uments, I want merely to refer to a statement of Lord Pnilincre at the 
occasion of an international legal discussion when he said dearly: "A 
human being must be accused for a definitely specified chargo." 

Furthermore, I refer to the Judgment of the Military Tribunal in Case 

9 ; 

III on page 50 of their judgment where the principle is osphasizod that; 
"Penal laws must be unequivocal and definite." 

Your Honors, chat this very prerequisite is lacking — that is what 

■ 0 

I vent to show with the introduction of these documents. The ignorance 

0 

or insecurity about the international legal questions, what is peraitted 
and what is prohibited in an occupied territory, that insecurity is shown 
in various documents. I want to point out a very few instances. 

For instance. Document 109, which is the directive of the United Chief 

0 0 

0 

of Staff, JCS 1067, has been s licit ted and simultaneously as Do cm on t 113 , 

0 

the directive of the American goverment for General Lucius D. Clay, dated 

# 

17 July 194.7. A co>perlson of these two documents will show that, even 

in the opinion of the Aneridan Military goverraaont and of tho American 

government, it was not quite clear in 194.5 what was peraitted and what 

# 

was not pennittod on the basis of international law, for theso directives 
of 194,7 deviate quite clearly from tho old directives in 194,5. 

May I further refer to Documents 115 and 116? 4Jr. Sprocher has already 
pointed to my Document 115. This is a statement of General Robertson for 
the territory of Hordrhein Vfostphalen. He holds tho opinion towards tho 
Ix>rd Mayor of Essen that the Hague Rules for land 'larfare cannot be applied 
afu! hc saya that th «re is no restriction on the plenipotentiary powers apart 
from those restrictions that tho supremo authority — namely, tho military 
govorrment — places on itself. 

Document 116 is an opinion of the Minister of Justice of ffordrhoin 
ostphalcn. Dr. Gustav H eineoann, about these statements. They are purely 
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legal opinions that show how differently one can jucfce the questions in 
these fields and how they were judged. 

In the case of Document 119, which is Property Control Regulation 
of the Brisith Uilitary Government, it says that the custodian may sell 
confiscated property insofar as this is appropriate from the economic point 

S 

of view and then there arc various conditions made; but this is a parallel 
case to the attitude of the rain trusteeship agency East during the war and 
I believe, if I ao to argue about the actions of the main trusteeship 
agency East, then I must be given an opportunity to citb similar casos 

quite apart from the fact whether thoy happened in tho acao month or in 

* . 

tho sarr year, when tho actions of tho main tmstooship agency East were 
conducted. 

I don't want to do lay your Honors too loi« and I rton't want to go in¬ 
to all individual cases but rant merely to rofor to Document L22 as an 

instance. Prom thia it can l?o soon — and this is quotod in tho Index — 

0 • 

in the formal printed forms of tho American “Hilary Govommont, in tho 
case of requisitions there was a prerequisite contained that this requi¬ 
sition must bo in proportion to tho entire proporty of tho country. That 
is a regulation from tho H a-^o Convention. 

. Since 1947 thoso printed forms no longer contained this sontonco. 

In other words, a lawyer in tho !!ilitaxy ^-ovomaont in tho moan time hold 
a different opinion. 

0 

Thus tho Tribunal would sec, in tho caso of numerous other documents, 
that tho UHitary Government. pertly observes very clearly tho Hague Conven¬ 
tion and partly very deliberately as in **r. Sprechor's reasoning, and 
sort times uirieli torn to ly, does not tato tho Haguo 'Convention into account. 

Secondly, if one rants to say, whether it bo in Franco or in Poland 
that the haiuo Convo.ition or the basic principles of the Hague Convention 
had to bo applied in thoso countries, then one must bo informed about tho 

question of law when tho Hague Convention was in force, for what period of 

13194 


3 iIr.-/-A-FL-l6-3-Priccau (Int. Katz) 

Co.rt Mo. VI, Case VI 

time it was to bo in Mrcc and under what prerequisites it is to bo in 
force; but this is particularly one subject that is not clear and is 
shown in the doljato between Mr. Sprocher end myself. 

Tho Roman govorment held the opinion that tho Heguo Convention 
should not bo applied to Poland because there was no govornmont in Poland. 
Mr. Spree her holds tho opinion that tho Hague Convention was in forco 

in Poland but that it is not in forco in Germny b-causo thcro is no 

® • 

govompont in Germany. That soens to bo inconsistent to mo. Stalin ms 
noro consistent in tho caso of Poland. In tho ease of Poland, according 
to ny document 1917, ho bold tho opinion that tho Polish govornmont was 
non-ojdstant and consequently that tho agrooronts which existod botwoon 
the Soviot Union and Poland lost their validity. Ho hold tho same opinion 
towards Germany. 

Hhat is correct I shell not discuss horo. I no roly soy that tho 
quostion is so difficult that ono mist havo at lonst an opportunity of 
showing thoso problcas and to rccognizo what thoy rxo in ordor to dotor- 
oino whothor industrialists — whether thoy noro lrwyora or not irckoo 
no difforenco — could havo a clear judgment about thoso questions. 

u r. Sprochor undo a socond objection. H 0 said that at tho timo of 

# 

Germany's occupation thcro was no more Wchmacht, thorc ms no army that 

tried to conquer tho lend back again nnd that fought with tho occupying 

• • 

troops. First of all, as to facts, x think Kr. Sprcchor is mistaken. At 

• 

tho end of 19 W. Go many was occupied end thcro was considerable fighting 

going on all ovur Qonwrxgr. Anybody who was horo in Humborg at tho timo 

ltnows that ccmbat took place oven horo. During tho occupation, then, it 

# 

is not correct for Hr. Sprcchcr to say thero was no 7ehrmncht, that also 
froa a logal point of view tiiis objection does not apply. 

In the Hague Convention thero i3 no place that 3hoto where it is a 
prerequisite for tho application of the Hague Convention that there must 

13195 



3 ^y-A-FI^l6-4~Priaaau (Int. ^tz) 
Court No. 71, Cose VI 


have been an array in existence that ms still fighting. 

May I point to Article 42 of the Hogue Convention of Innd Warfare — 

I beg your pardon — in cy document book on pago 21 , tho heading of tho 
third paragraph, says: "Military power in cncny occupied territory." Ar¬ 
ticle 42, sub-section 1, shys: "An area is cohsidcrcd occupiod if it is 
actually, in the poror of tho onoqy arry"; second sub-suction: "The occu¬ 
pation extends only to thoso territories Wiero that po*r is in existence 
and whoro it can bo enforced." 

A 

Tho solo prerequisite then, which tho Hague Convention knows is the 
actual occupation, not tho question whether thcru is an cmy still in tho 
field, whothor there is a govornaent or not. 

At anothor placo Gonorel Taylor said that tho Hague Convention was 
only to bo applied if a belligerent power occupiod tho country. First of 

• 9 0 0 

nil, this was a belligerent po-.icr and, socondly, after tho 8th of May, 
whor this forco was no longor a bolligorent force, this is not important 
according to tho H rguo Convention. Peroral Teylord reforred to Articlo 
44 which spooks of tho bolligoront expressly. I ask you to take into no¬ 
count that in _ 2on paragraphs of the Kagua Convention thoro is mention 

# 0 

made of tho belligerent and thoso articles are only in forco, it is true, 
as long as tho fighting is going on. That is shown by tho sonso of occh 
particular articlo. 

0 9 0 

In tho articles that interest us hero: Articlo 42, 43, 52,53 and so 
on, it is expressly mentioned and not by accident; only mention is made of 
tho occupying power. Then only tho fact of occupation is important. 

I statod these tilings because the eases under which tho Hague Conven¬ 
tion is .applied here in Germany I. ncod for my citation of similar cases 

to show tho legal foundation. I ask you to take into account that, before 

• • 
tho International Military Tribunal, mention was made of this and that 

tho International i&litaiy Tribunal did permit similar cases or parallel 
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cases for argument and that they oven took these eases into account for 
their Judgment. 

Ore cannot consider Germany in a vacuum from an international point 
of view. One can only consider Germany if one takes into account tho 
conduct of tho Alliod powers as will. In the IlfT Trial I want to remind 

• • i • # 

you of two eases. Dr. fcrcnzbuohler said, speaking of naval warfare, when 

• 

ho roferred to tho naval warfaro of the United States against Japan, tho 
Prosecution objected that was done at a later time than tho naval war¬ 
fare of the German ifavy in regard to their submarine warfare and that, . 
therefore, it was not supposed to bo taken into account as a parallel caso 
but the D!T was of a different opinion. They admitted this ovidonco. 
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Admiral Hiemitz answered a question here and in the judgment it is 
stated precisely — I quote — from page 155: 

"In viow of those evidences and especially bocauso of an order of 
tho British Adnirolty of the 8th of Kay 1940 to the offcct that our ships 
noro to bo sunk at sight in tho Scaggcrrack and in view of the answer 
submitted in tho oiostionnnire of Admiral Niositz to tho offcct that in 
0 Pacific Ocean from tho first day when tho United States ontorod tho 
war T4i unrestricted subenrinc warfare was ccrriod out as punishnont to bo 
noted out to Doonitz is not foundod on his violr.tior. of international 
warfare as a result of naval warfare." 

0 

In other reads, tho TriWl did not asm that a violation was con¬ 
ducted bocauso tho sou violation was carried out in other places. It can, 
therefore, not bo made tho basis of a judgment. This case again was at a 
lator time then tho case undor consideration in tho trial and wns in no 
causal connection botwcon tho sutacrino warfare botuoon Ocrramy and Ei^land. 

• 0 

1YF. PRESIDENT: Dr. Sicnora, if you will pardon tho suggestion, wo 
have listened very jationtly to you now for about thirty ninutoa and 1 
think I nay say that wa understand tho basis upon which you are offering 
thoso documents and itoonevor you can concludo your remarks wo are ready 
to indicate what our conclusions are in that regard. Unless thoro is owno- 
thing particularly important that you wish to onphasizo boforo you clot.. 
your argument, you might in tho interest of time perhaps concludo vory 
promptly now. 

CR. SIB IKS: Mr. President, I can bo very brief frem not/ on. 

Another point raised by Mr. Sprechcr: tho question of "Tu Quoquo" 

I havo already had a dispute on during tho HIT with Sir- David i:~xwoll-Fyfo. 

That was my document I submitted in the case of Kormay. Too Prosecution 

objected to all docurnts with the same reasons as aro being brought up 

hero. In tho Gff Trial, approximately tw>-third S of my documents wore admit- 

• 

ted so that I vould have an opportunity to base my arguments iVom an in- 
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tomational legal point of view. Thoy were all thirds that had nothing to 
do with alleged crises of tho dafondants at the tine, for instance docu¬ 
ments which shored attacks upon Caucasian petroleum sourcos by tho Allies 
and so on. 

May I then merely point to this feet? Ur. Spree nor emphasised tho 

0 

unconditional surrender, tho fact that thore was i» go^rnnont any mare, 
and refers to tho judgment of the Justico Caso of tho 3rd of Soptombor, 
1947, and mated your Honors to take Judicial notice of it. I boliovo 
U r. SprochorAs roforonco to this judgment aiiows that uy docixonts am re- 

9 

lovant. If a docision is made in a Judgment, then what has boon discussed 
thoro is presumably relevant or has boon relevant for that trial. 

no aro not discussing hero idwthcr my opinion is oarroct or incorrect, 
"o nro nDrvJ ^ discussins hotter this evidence should bo taken and made 
a port of tho argunont or not; but theso questions aro of partic ular im_ 

9 

portanco if ono rogards tho • subjective point of view, vftr.t picture a 
lawyer or industrialist could gain at tho timo, and what is tho picture 
presenting ibsclf to us today, and I boliovo 1 can say that oven today 
all * ho questions with tfiich tho newspapers concom thcasolvos and nro 
discussed in international logal arguaonts are discussod in order to find 
out that is permitted and rtiat is not permitted. Thoro nro two more small 
points that I oust oontion. Ur. Sprcchcr said that cost of tho Flick docu¬ 
ments had boon rejected in tho Flick trial. I oust point out that that is 
net quite correct. Tho most important document a wore admitted by tho Tri- 

0 

bunal in tho Plick caso. In ordor net to wasto any tiuc, I shall givo your 
donors a short list fren rtiich tho transcript pages ccn be soon whore tho 
individual affidavits that I presontod wore accepted into ovidoncc. All 
of tho sovon affidavits contained in thoso do cure nt books aro numbers: 125, 
126, 323 up to and including 132. From UCS 1067, tho Flick trial - on jego 
9611 to page 9619 took judicial ret ice and about tho proclamation of . 
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Control Council let:, Those are documents 109 and 110* They did not admit 

tho JCS into evidence as far as I reoeebor boccuse at tho time JCS 1067 

was only in tho Torn of a no ns pa per and only in cxceppts, but as this timo 

I ah in the fortunate position of havii^ a notorized copy of this saco 

statement. Rcforcnco to various othor documents — for instarco 114 end 

115, documents which state that General Clay donics the application of 

tho Heguo Convention — was ponsitted to no. 

0 

Ur. President, now only ono more thing in -conclusion. Ploaso under- 
0 

stand no correctly, if 1 concludod by saying that tho orations which Mr. 
Sprochor has raised should bo regarded free an ethical point of viow bo- 
enuso we are deeding with international law. If ono is of tho opinion that 
tho ilvilian population is to bo protected by tho Hague Convention for 
general ethical reasons, then I beliovo that Mr. Sprochor enmot say this 
protection is oliainnted if there is no government in existanco and if there 
is no a my fighting. Especially when there is no govormont and when thoro 
is no a my fightirp, tho civilian population needs oven roro protection 
for othical pcaaons than in tho other caso. They nood tho protection of 
tho Haguo Convention and thoy nood tho protection offorod by tho regulations 
which, in tho words of Hr. Jackson," bind both tho victor and tjo sifcjcctcd." 

DR.DIX: Ur. President, sinco tho subjedt which both gentlemen have 
been discussing interest us all very vitally, I ask that you grant no two 
or three minutes in order to add the following to those statoamts of rjy 
colleague Sicaors. 

Mr. Sprechcr sjwto about a subject that is certainly at tho iwncnt 
not tho subject of the decision of this Tribunal. TJhothor tho Tribunal is 
in t o "Dobolatio" question follow tho original, the first, judgment or not 
will bo decided by your Honors in the final jufenjnt and we aro going to 
Crsu ° thrt in our final pleas. At this point your Honors are only de¬ 

ciding about tho question as tr whether tho documents which Dr. Siemers 
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offers have a probative value for a pcmittod argument and I believe Or. 
Siemora has shown that to be tho case; but now lir. Spree her goos much 
further. Ho wont further and that is vhjr I a a speckin'? here. Ho said that 
the ccntonts of thoso docuaonts was perhaps not even suitable and proper 
subject of an ergirsj.it. If ho is of that opinion then ho denies tho privi¬ 
lege to the dofenso to argue about questions of international law, and 
that that is not correct can bo soon free )!r. Sprechcr’s own wards bocauso 

4 

ho said approximately this: that we — that is Go magr and tho Gorman 
0 

dofonao, as such — woro not authorised to interprot international law 

bocauso, as ho says, tho Roich tore up international law, as ho put it. 

0 

On behalf of all of the dofonao, I oust tako oxcoption to that atatomont. 

• 0 

Your Honors, if that i»ro correct and truo, then no could tako our robos 

off and go honsj but if your govorroont has sot up a Tribunal horo and 

• • 

has pc red. t tod Go naans to do fend thoso defondants, thon thoro can bo no 
question that those srao Oqmms have tho right to argue about interna¬ 
tional law and of interpreting international law. 

# 

THE PRESIDENT: tkm ,counsol when this trial started tho Tribunal 
statod — and it has repeated free tino to tino — that under tho concopt 
of justice that tho Tribunal would undorteko to apply tho dofondants would 
bo prooumod to bo innocent of tho crino chorgod, that tfr.t presumption 
vould follow that stop by stop throughout this trial and up until tho timo 
tho Judgnont was written and until their guilt was established beyond a 
reasonable doubt. 

It is apparent — and it ary become oven raoro so and noro important 

cs we approach tho discussions of the legal questions involved — that 

thoro oro questions of international lew with which we all have to deal. 

760 turdon ia on tho prosocution to prove that international law has 

boon violated insofar as international law is applicable to this ease. 

Tho quostion of what is or is not the law is ordinarily not a matter 
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of establishing facts because all of us prosunod to know tho law. He my 
hhncstly differ sometimes as to that tho law is but ordinarily we do rot 
establish lew by bribing in witnesses who soy n hat tho lew is. 

You gentlemen on both sides will have ample opportunity to argue and 
to urge upon this Tribunal what principles of international law are ap- 

. I j 

plicablo to this caso. i • 

I havo said that preliminary to srying also that ordinarily we do not 

0 0 

dotomino what tho international law is, or cny law for that matter, by 

■ 

showing isolated eases of at some agoncy or what some individual did. A 
good many exhibits in those books relating to conduct of this authority 
or that authority, this governmental agency or seen govormont vdth rofo- 
ronco to sano particular circuostancos of facts, particularly since tho . 
timo about thich wo are concomod. 
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Mow, to accept those things as the test of whrt is inter¬ 
national In'* would be to inject a lot of collateral issues 
Into this controversy to determine whether or not that 
conduct wps, or was not, a violation of international law. 
This Tribunal Is not ropdy to 6oy thpt because a victor 
nation did something, that that oust oe accepted as in 
accordance with international law. It is entirely possible 
that a 3ritlsh authority or an African authority might do 
something wrong — and that is not the test oy which we 
determine international law. 

I say that because Dr. Slemere placed emphasis upon 
the right of the defendants to argue and to urge what 
international law is applicable In this case, and that 
right will In no vise be infringed, ^ut in approaching 
that we cannot lnjoot into tho case a lot of collateral 
issuee that would find us. In the long run, trying some 
oth'r c“so than this as to see whether this or that was 
right in some other instance. The Tribunal h^s gone through 
those Books 7 and 8 and has satisfied itself **8 to thoso 
documents which have no probative value, and as thoso that 
hnvo some probative value, they will be a.draittod. 

And now, in the Interests of time, I an going to taJce 
first Book 7 and accord Dr. Slenera the right to have each of 
his documents marked with a number and to make his record 
oecouse ho does have the undoubted right to exercise his 
own Judgment as to what evidence he presents to tho Tribunal, 
and he Is entitled to h*»vc the Tribunal say whether or not 
that efidonce is, or is not, competent,. 

le shall go through these documents and give them numbers 
and rule with respect to their admissibility; 

Document 108 has already been marked pg Schnitzler 
Exhibit 111; it will be rejected. 
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Document 109 Is Exhibit No. 112, and will likewise be 
rejected. 

Document 110 will be given Exhibit No. 113, and will bo 
rejected. 

Document 111 will oe given No. 114, and will oe admitted 
In evidence. 

Document 112 will be given No. 115, and will be rejected. 

Document 113 will have No. 116, and will be rejected. 

Document 114 will have No. 117, and will be rejected. 

Document 115 will be given Exhibit No. 110, and will be 
rejected. 

Document 116 will no given No. 119, rnd will be rejected. 

Document 117 will oo given Exhibit No. 120, and will be 
pdmlctod In ovldenca. 

Document 118 will 08 given No. 121, and will be rojooted. 

Document 119 will be Exhibit Ho. 122, and will oe rejooted. 

Document 120 will have No. 123, rnd will be rejected. 

Document 121 will have **o. 124, and will oe rejected. 

Document 122 will oe given Ho. 125, and will be rejected. 

Document 1"3 will be giver. No. 126, and will be admitted 

in evidence. 

Document 124 will oe given 127, and will be admitted In 
evidence. 

Document 1, t aesune, Is In evidence, and the objection 
to it will be overruled. 

Document 7, I assume* is likewise in evidence, and the 
objection to it will be overruled. 

Document 8, we assume, is in avidenci, and the objection 
to it will be overruled. 

D^. SI23RS: Mr. President, it may be that they were 
only identified; then I «*sk that they be admitted in evidence 
as exhibits. 
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• • 

TH3 P~5SIDSNT : Exhibits 1, 7 and 8 are admitted in 

evidence. 

Document 126 will 'oe Exhibit 128, and it will oe rejected. 
DR. SISIERS: Pardon ne, K r. ‘resident, this is a typing 
error. This document should be 125; it Is Incorrectly 
stated PS being 126 in the index. 

TH2 PRESIDENT; Very well. Then the docueratn given No. 

126 In 3ook 7 is really document 125. It will be ;lven 
No. 128 and It will be rejected. 

Document 126 will be given Document **o. 129, and it will 
oo rejected. 

Document 127 will oe given Exhibit No. 130, and it will 
oe reJacted. 

Document 128 will oe given No. 131, and it will be rejected 

Document 129 will bo given Ho..132, and it will be rojoctod 

*>ocunent 130 will oe given ho. 133, and it will be rejected 

•«ow, to summarize, so there will oe no misunderstanding. 

The documents in Book 7 which have been given exhibit numbers 
114, 120, 126, 127; No. 1, No. 7 and «o. 8 pro adralttod 

In evidence. 

. Now, turning to V 0 n Schnlczler Doouraent 3ook 8; The first 
docuraont in that book is 131, and it will be given Exhibit 
No. 134. 

The next number Is 132, and It will be given Exhibit No. 
135. 

Document 133 will bo given Exhibit 136; Document 134 will 
je given Exhibit «o. 137; 135 will have Ho. 138; 136 will 
be given Exhibit No. 139. 

137 will have ‘«o. 140 ps an exhibit; 138 will have No. 141, 
(Exhibit ) f 144; (Document) 142, (Sxnl'olt) 145. 

143 Will be Bxaloit 146; 144 will be Exhibit 147; Document 
145 will be Exhibit 148; 146 will be Exhibit 149. 
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Docunont 147 will be Exhibit 150. Document 148 will be 
Exhibit 151. Document 149 will be Zxhiblt 152. Document 
150 will bo Exhibit 153. 

Document 151, Sxhl'olt 154. Document 152 will be Exhibit 
155. 

Document 153 will oe 156. ocuuent 154 will be Sxhlblt 157 

And Document 155 will be Sxhlblt 158. 

Now, the objections of the Prosecution's to (documents,) from 
134 to 158, ooth inclusive, are sustained, and tioso documents 
will not oe ndraltted in evidence. 

e 

You may continue with your next book. 

Dfl. SIEHSaS; Mr. President, may I ask one more question, 
pljese? Does tho rejection also mean, for Instance, that 
texts from the lr.w such ~s, for lnstanco. Exhibit 136, which 
was rejected, must not be used by mo In argument, although 
It is a Control Council Law? 0 r i 8 that admitted for 
argument? ♦ 
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THE PRESIDENT: Certainly it dacs not near, that you mpy not quote 
and cite in your argument and in your briefs any proper sourco of in¬ 
ternational law. I think, perhaps, the Tribunal nea.unfortunate in the 
early stages of this trial by permitting some documents to be marked for 
identification that wore not properly evidenco at ell but were only per¬ 
tinent aa sources of the discussion of lew. 

Now, you do not need to make any document, I moan any book of refer¬ 
ence, any recognized authority, an exhibit for the purpose of quoting and 
using it in your briefs or in your argument. Any international conven¬ 
tion, any recognized textbook, any contributions and periodical litera¬ 
ture of some recognized authority you are privileged to cite and to 
quote in argument and in brief without having it in your document book 
whatever. And I nay say that soma of the documents that we havo rejec¬ 
ted hero in so far as it may be trid they are sources of international 
law may be quoted and cited aa you see fit. 

I think, perhaps, wowjuld have been more consistent if we had not 
used this designation of "narked for identification" quite so liberally 
because in some instances wo have said* "You have processod tho docu¬ 
ment; it is not in evidence but it is in your book and wo will mrrk it 
for identification". That is not necessary in any way whatsoever to 
your use of it in your briefs or in your argument. 

DR. SIQJZRS: Your Honors, I would thon want to refer to one docu¬ 
ment in Book 7. That is tho affidavit of Dr*, tinkler, wjrich is admittod 
as Exhibit 127. As a matter of facti on pago 105 there is one passago 
of special significance, that is on page 104 at the bottom of tho pago 
and 105 at tho top, whore Dr. Max Winkler says, when talking about tho 
sale of Borute to Far ben: "In this I was primarily activated by qy ob¬ 
ligations as a trustee to conserve the substanca tho*capital of tho Po¬ 
lish owners and to make tho Con t i nu ed operation of tho plant possiblo. 

The idea of a sale instead of e lease came, so far as I remember, from 
Dr. Herle and Go he liner Regiorungsrat Dr. Uahnkc, whom I have already men¬ 
tioned, who was a first-rato export." 
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Dr. Winklor then points out that ho demanded a purchasing price of 
5 oillion marks, whereas Farben computed the price at 3.2 millions— 
end did roceivo the higher price. And at the-end of this first para¬ 
graph on page 105 he says: 

"At the seme tino that Main Trustco Office Bast, that moan3 aysolf, 
or Dr. Merle and Dr. lfehnke, made it nccossary for Farben to make a 
large investment in tho interest of tho plants. As far as I romebbor, 
this investment was to amount to approximately 5 million marks, the 
same amount as tho purchasing prico." 

I merely wanted to point to this in supplementation of Dr. tar 
User's statements. 

May I then corns to Document Book 9 where I offor my first document, 
156 as Exhibit 159. It is an oxpert opinion of an attornoy. Dr. Klo- 
fisch, about Control Council Law No. 10, Article 2, sub-soction 2-C, 
concerning the criminality by reason of membership in an organization 
connected with the commission of a crime as defined in Control Council 
Law No. 10. This is a legal question. y I point out that tho Pro¬ 
secution considers I. G. Perben as such an organization, so that it is 
of relovanco in ordor to teko some of my argument out of tho final ploa 
I ask that you accopt this export opinion. 

THE PRESIDENT: May I say to you. Dr. Sicmors, that in anticipa¬ 
tion that there night bo soso question raised ns to tho admissibility 
of tho documents in your Book 9, during tho noon recess, »hen wo wont 
ovor Books 7 and 8 we also wont over 9. And, strictly speaking, it is 
our conclusion that your Document 156, to which you havo aseigned Ex¬ 
hibit No. 159 , is not properly in evidence in this caso. But it is 
something that you might wish to roly dn or use in tho course of argu¬ 
ment, and to carry our fonaor practice along consistently we will givo 
it No. 159 for identification. 

And now, in tho interests of saving some of tho time that wo ne¬ 
cessarily had to lose in discussing thB problem which we have Just 

passed, I will say to you that it is the view of the Tribunal thqt all 
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of the other documents in this book are proper evidence in this case. 

He hr-re gone over then. He know in a general way what they era, and 
for your information, and for the information of the Prosecution, we 
think that all the other documents contained in this Book 9 ere propor. 
We know in a general way what they are, and if you care to. Dr. Sienors, 
you may give then -umbers end they will be adnittod in evidence. 

DR. SIEVERS: Document 157 will becooe Exhibit 160. This is an ef- 

9 

fidavit by Spinnler, who states that Schnitzler was accepted into the 
Nazi Party without applying for it. 

Document 158, which is Exhibit 161, is Hartmann's affidavit. 

Document 159, Exhibit 162, is an affidavit of Dr. Friedrich Krebs, 
lord Mayer of Frankfurt. It is of iaportcnce in that connection that 
Krebs roports of differences of opinion botweon Schnitzler and Gruloi- 
ter Sprongor, and ho says that Sorongor callod him tho worst names, 
such as "liboralist, capitalist, profiteer,". It is of importance that 
tho confidential person,. Mr. ..viony, was refusod as member of tho A af- 
sichtarat despito the urging.of tho Gauloitor, bccauso of Jlorr Bosch 
and Herr Schmitz. In briof, tho wish of tho Gauloitor was not oorapliod 
with. In other words, Avicny, who was the confidential mrn of tho Gau- 
leitor, was not supported -nd was staunchly rejected. 

Document 160, which will gecooo Exhibit 163, an affidavit of Hela 

• 

Dubois, secretary to Dr. von Schhitzler. Docuaont 161 will bocomo Ex- 
hibit 164, an affidavit of Dr. Luobbocko, tho prosont city councillor 
of Bad Hoaburg. 

Document 162, an affidavit of Kilgcs, will bocomo Exhibit 165. 

Document 163 will become Exhibit 166. 

Document 164 will beccoo Exhibit 167—1 don't rent to quoto from 
these at all. 

Document 165, an affidavit of Doobrowksi, will bocomo Exhibit 168. 

Document 166 will becomo Exhibit 169. This-is an affidavit of Ro- 
lendo Balducci, the director of tho firm of A.R.C.A. of Milan. This re- 
fors, among other things, not only to tho personality of Mr. von 
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Schnitzler as to the other affidavits but also refers to the question of 
war of aggression, end it seess to be of significance that Ferben or 
Schnitzler never tried to place tho Italian firm in tho service of tho 
National Socialist policy. 

The document 167 is an affidavit of Freiherr von Lersncr. It will 
become Exhibit 170. 

(Docuoent) 168 will be Exhibit 17}, an affidavit of Dr. Max von 
Brucck, who was eoployed by Parben although ho was pcrsocutod by tho 
Nazis. 

Document 169 will becooe Exhibit 172, an affidavit of Benno Roif- 
enburg. 

Document 170 will bococo Exhibit 173, an affidavit of Scvorin Boyor, 
who Schnitzler liberated from tho Gestapo. 

Document 171, Exhibit 174, an affidavit of Camilla Schenk Freifrau 
von Stauffenborg, who was supported by von Schnltzlor whon, at the oc¬ 
casion of the attempt on Hltlor's life, sho was persecuted by tho Ges¬ 
tapo. 

Exhibit 175 is Docuoent 172. This is an affidavit of the univer¬ 
sity professor Dr. Erwin Rousello, who again describes Schnitzler*s po¬ 
sition ns to war and war of agression. 

Document 173 Is Exhibit 176. This is an affidavit of Thoodor 
Hornboatcl, an Austrian envoy and minister. He was employed by Farbon 
aftor he was released from a concentration camp upon tho instiguetion 
of Schnitzler. 

Document 174 will becooe Exhibit 177. This is an affidavit of 
Goorg Hock. 

Document 175 will become Exhibit 1781 This is an affidavit of 
Auguste Brunnebend. 

The previous document, 174, will rocoive ExJvibit No. 177. 

After the Brunnabend exhibit as Exhibit 178 is the affidavit of 
Miss Liselotte Uuellen-CunrMi, which is Docuoent 176, which will becomo 
Exhibit 179. 
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The affidavit of Dr. Hans Kugior, which is Document 177, will bo- 
ccac Exhibit 180. I offered that document in order not to have to a a k 
Dr. Kugler about tho details on the witness stand and to expedite tho 
trial. It concoma Schnitzler's position. 

This concludes the presentation of ny ctocunonts. May I Inf ora Your 
Honors that the last think in ny case will bo one witness, that is tho 
witness who was not rblo to coae at tho timo because ho had sufferod en 
accident. That is Dr. Doering, from the Reich Group Industry who is 

e 

going to talk about Reich Group Industry and tho association tor the pro¬ 
motion of sales. 

TOE PRESIDE.fr: Dr. Sieaers, what is your Jud^atnt as to how long it 
*>uld tako you to present the evidence of that witness? 

DR. SIEffiRSt I would estimate th/t I will neod not quite forty- 
five minutos for tho interrogation—perhaps forty minutes. Kay I point 
out to Your Honors that it was figures into the cvorall time and that 
I endoavored to keep it. in tho time limit and actually am going to keep 
within tho proper tima limits. 

THE PRESIDENT: When do you wish to call that witnoss. Dr. Sieoors? 

DR. SEfiRSt If Your Honors agree, I would liko to call him right 
away, icaediatoly. Or perhaps Dr. Berndt could st»rt first; 1 would bo 
in agroomont with that, too. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 3e will permit Dr. Borndt to call Dr. 
tor Keer back to the stand, md then ifcon that examination is concluded 
you may call your witness, if that is agreeable. 

DR. SH2ERS: Thank you very much. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. tor Koor, you nay return to tho witnoss box. 

(DR. FRITZ TER V£ER, a witness, took tho witnoss stand end testi¬ 
fied as follows); 

EX*JQNATION 
FRITZ TER USER 

BY DR. BERHDT (Counsel for defendant Ter Keer) 
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Q. Dr. Ter Veer, I have a few short questions about those docu¬ 
ments which were submitted to you during croas-exacination by Ur. 
Sprechor on the 17th of February, 1948. You were first shown Exhibit 
1883, MI-14175. Sir. Sprechor asked you in that connection whothor you 
personally hadn't taken steps against the desire of the French which 
was directed towards acquiring financial participations outsido of 
France. At the time you wrote at the.margin of e lotter which trans¬ 
mitted this desire of tho French, in your own handwriting, the word ' 
"no." What have you to say about thqt? 
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A. Thr.t affair is very simple and clear. Paragraph U of the 
Franc dor Agreement provides that the parent fires obligated thomsolvos 
neither at hcao nor abroad to erect any c.-epotdtive enterprise in the 
dyestuffs field or to prexsot c such enterprises. This obligation docs 
not restrict tiio freedom of the throe parent firms in any othor fiold 
to construct or to participate in as many factories as they want at homo 
or abroad, and as thoy desire. 

9 } 

The sontcnco, "adjusted by the lawyers of the fim Xuhlaann" at 
the tine was quite superfluous in the Francolor agrocaont, and therefore 
I probably wrote “No" in the narg:in at the tine in order not to permit 
any unclarity to arise in the obligation in the dyestuff* field. The 
matter is completely insignificant, in other words. 

Q. You were further shorn Exhibit 1810U, ill U476, and you wero 
asked in connection therewith whether it was correct that the entire quest¬ 
ion of confining plenipotentiary powers of the Chairman of the Fran- 
color by Par ben had already been decided upon, on tie 25th day of April, 
19lil, decided upon-that is through a one-sided decision of Farbon. Would 
you say anything in that connection? 

A. That question oust be answered in tie negative. It was decided 
upon numerous drafts that wore prepared in the course of the negotiations 
by ono party or by tho other. There can bo no mention or no talk about 
a decision of Parbcn, and there was no decision. The best evidence for 
the fact that theso dooisions were not decisions can be seen from the 
fact that the final Articles of Incoporation, as it was signed in Novenbor, 
19lil, contain different figures than the draft that I corrected. That can 
bo shown by a comparison with Prosecution's Adhibit 1256, in Book 58, on 
page 65 German, English pago 59 and following. Hint is the long exhibit 
about the Articles of Incorporation. That is with particular referonco 
to Article 28. In othor words, the subxaission of the Prosecution was 
incorrect. 

Q. You wero also shown Exhibit 1885, HI 6957. That is a lengthy 
document and you only glanced at it fleetingly at the time. Would you 
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now, after a more detailed study, add anything to your stato-aent cade 
at the time? 

A. Sinco I now closely read the document, and studied the signature, 
the file note and so on, I can now see that this file note was prepared 
by a very young employee of the Department of Chemicals, a certain Hr. 
Ohliger, Ihis La not a file note tnat I drafted, non a file note to 
which I gavo any instructions or initiative. I also may add that I mado 
qy own file no to about the same meeting, bearing date of 23 May, and idle 
tilings that tho Prosecution credit to me are not contained in the file 
note. Neither at a tine when the Francolor transection was cccipleted, I 
spoke of that as a subsidiary coapany, nor did I vso the expression for 
tho entire contract when these statements only referrod to a limited 
port of tho contract, a fact that I imodiately and instantaneously 
mentioned during cross-examination. 

I am sorry that Itr. OJiligor prolonged cross examination by quoting 
a i/rong oppression. That' is all contained thoro. 

Q. Would you ploaso explain Eshibit 1CJ6, ‘,71 14224? Have you any 
statements to oako in that connection; this is 2r. Kuglor's roport about 
tho trip to Paris at tho ond of November,, 1940? 

A. Ho, I boliovo I havo gono Into groat longth about this thing 
already. 

q. You woro also sutcdUed Exhibit 1807, ICC MW. lhat document 
contains tho minutes of n mooting of tho larger dyestuffs comaittco of tho 
20th of Novoabcr, 1942; in connection with that ordiibit you answered tho 
question of the Prosecutor in tho affirmative, '-!iat the Production program 
in Franco was diroctly and unequivocally connocto*-. ..-ith tho war production 
prog?an in Gonjany. doesn't this answer in the aflirrativc 3onchow 
contradict tho statcrcats which you havo now raaio about Francolor's 
production? 

A. I an not of that opinion, '.Sian shifting certain production 
places to France, to a very moderate extent, we roc amended that certain 
so-called aruy roquireuents be produced in the French plant, and the 
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French production noaegonont carried out this suggestion, and again 
these saro products oentrelite and diphcnylaaino again are concerned. 
These nore not finished explosives nor finished poison gas, and not 
finished powder. They wore produced, and they wore called at the 
tine iJtcodiatc axigr roquiromonts, and oven if it was only a for; per cent 
of the ontiro production, I hod to answer the quostion of the Prosecution 
in the affiraativo. 

1 , < • 

Tho fact that this production was carried on on a very small scale, 
and that in no caso ponder, explosives or poison gas woro involved, I 
knew as well on that day when I was cross examined as I know it today, 
but 1 was not askod about it at tho tiro. 

Q. I now wa.it to ask you a few briof questions about thoso 
documents which woro suhaitted to you this rsoming on cross-examination. 
Would you ploaso taJM up HI 7?0. This is Exhibit 21?3. Ibis is a lottor 
dated 21 November, 19i»0.- Hcvo you tills letter boforo you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You rcoonbcr that yesterday or on Friday, that is, you told us 
that you and your other colleagues wore not enthusiastic and did not 
agree to tho manner in which tho Ambassador Jfcnoon rot tho French in 
niosbadon? If I now look at this lottor, then freo tho words in tho 
first paragraph of this lottor, ono must roat a certain recognition of 
tho author of this lottor about tho conduct of Ambassador Hcmrccn. Docs 
that not somehow contradict your statoront? 

A. I ennnot agree to that. I don't thin!: so. I think that lottor 
was rritton booauso in tho third paragraph there aro a number of dates 
mentioned, tiw time when Hr. Solvay, of tho voll-knoan Belgian firm in 
Bsrlin, was to visit us, and sinco tho author of this lottor had just 
come from the Tficsbadcn noeting, ho made a short remark about tho initial 
letter, and bocauso of tho brevity of tills remark, when he judged tho 
manner in which Ifaaaon conducted himself during the rooting, ho did not 
go into details, or at least ho only described uno side of Ifr. Hoaron's 
conduct. The fact that wu thought Ur. HtfEron»s conduct was a little too 
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energetic and too purposeful, is in no ray refuted ty tho remark of this 
author. 

Q. Would you then please take up III 15227, a document -.ihich was 
given Exhibit Htfibor 2196. This again is a loiter to tho Envoy frmir-n. 

Do you want to say anything generally about tills loiter? 

A. When I thought about the background reason why this letter 
was written, I rcnonberod tliat there wore cortain differences of opinion 

9 

between the IHosbadcn Armistice Agency and the ^oonccic Department of tho 
Paris Itilitary Agency around the turn of tho year, and this sooms to bo 
tho t sorting point for this lottor. That, tg coy, was tho result 
of an accidont of a chance discussion that I hod on iha Potsdam railroad ‘ 
station platform cs I told you alro-dy before. 

This lottor is addressed to Envoy Jfcmwi hlasolf and it spooks about 
tho sincere conviction that southing had boon cchiorod which would 
otherwise novor iiavo boon achieved, then I would want to quoctlon os to 
whothor tills is not a very intonsiv. ?olito neauor of spooking only, but 
I do not knar tiuit bccauso I was not tho author of that lottor. If tlw 
author of this lottor was of tho opinion I (repressed that tho Froncolor 
contract would also hare boon condudod if tho tiro Covommonta had not 
taken an interest in it primarily. But that docs not dissuedo as in my 
way free ny enm convicUon. I cn still convinced today that tho factual 
foundations that i/oro existent at the time would hava caused tho French 
to seek some sort of ogrocismt with us anyhow, oven without intervention 
of tho Armistlco Coxxiiaoion, and I have already said this boforo. 

Q. Then Sdiibit 2177, which is Document 15233, I havo only one 
briof question in that conncctior.. This ochibit speak a about tho Ttohrnacht 
shipment; I an only interested in one thing. That proportions wore tkoy 
in the overall production of Froncolor«s production? 

A. >or lSlZ, a year for which I had figures available from the known 
report of Dr. Ioohr, abeut which I havo aado statements on Friday, it can 
be seen that the proportion of these so-called arry deliveries,-tie direct 
arny deliveries, - raoentod to 5 par cant of too entire production cf that 
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year. They arc tho aaao stuff ncntionud again, cantralitc, dlj^onylaninc, 
and Ibno nitronaphtclino, 

DR. EER1IDT: It, President, I have three aaro questions about the 
last dcciaent. .ta I to ask than before the rccoss cr do you wish to 
make the recess now? 

TH3 manual I think on account of tho strict tino wo have to 
obsorvo on aocour.t of the sound track, wo will take our recess at this 

f 

tine. 

VJ® will riso. 

(Tribu.ua in rccoss until 1515 hours) 
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THZ MARSHAL; x he Tribunal l6 again in session. 

BY DR. 3SRNDT: 

^ Dr. Ter *eer, nay I ask you to look at the Document 
NI 15292, Exhibit C198. . Hrvy you got that before you? How 
turn to pa e 2. This refers to equipment which was delivered 
fron uud*-'ig8hafen to Francolor. Vhrt do you know about that? 
'/hut is forraol, incidentally? 

A Me are concerned with the same equipment I mentioned 
during ray testimony Frldey efternoon. This is a modern 
apparatus for the production of an intermediate for plastic, 
forraol. This apparatus --as delivered fron Ludvlgshafen 
to the Vill9rs - St.‘ Paul factory in order to increase the 
production of -lastics there to oe a considerable extent. 

i Mould you now ple*fe turn to pa<es five and six 
of that document. It is mentioned there what has been 
given to the French. The first sentence says that these 
are textile auxiliaries, the production of which was planned 
to a great extent in Villers. Jould you pleaso talk 
about that. 

The statements on pr^e 5, 6, and 7 prove what I testified 
to Friday efter icon with respect to the expansion of the 
Franoolor production, in particular in the field of textile 
auxiliaries. 

4 There la nothing you have to add? 

A I don't have to go into details. 

3 x here now remains the lart pare — pegs nln?. Mention 
“8 made of one hundred French workers who.were sent into the 
Far'oen platn Ludvlgshafen. Is there anything you can mention 
about that natter? 

A This too is a confirmation of the testimony I made 
Friday afternoon aoout the making available of a certain 
amount of workers to Far'oen from the Francolor plants. 
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Friday afternoon I forgot to indicate a number of figures 
to you which will be contained in the affidavit which you 
will submit for Dr. Loehr. There it gives you tbs figures 
of the workers for the four factories united under Frnncolor 
for 1938 — that la before the outbreak of the war and 
from 1941 to 1944. In 1938 the figure of the workers 
amounted to 4,248. tlost of them became prisoners of 
war in Germany end in 1941 this went down to 3,*j84. And 
in the following years, 1941, there were 3,343, 1943 approxi¬ 
mately ten percent. If one compares this situation with 
the labor situation In Germany it Is shown how extremely 
well off the French were in that connection and how they 
could survive the war y?ere with respeot to labor questions. 

■* How, the last question on this document. Hr. Sprecher 
asked this morning about the Belgian fnctbry Rlera. Is 
there anything you can add to that matter? 

A ¥es. I merely wanted to ascertain whether we are 
hero concerned with the factory located in Belgium, Rlera- 
Srdfelde, and I found this Is the case. It was a very 
small dye-stufTe factory which the French were running 
In Belgium and which already before the outbreak of the 
war ceased operation in agreement with the Farben cartel. 
Francolor naturally was not interested In that factory and 
the former owners, Xuhlraann, made an agreement with us to the 
effect that Farben would receive the equipment of the plant 
which they could use for an amount which was fixed to be 
60,000 marks. The costs of dismantling were to be borne by 
Faroen. This is contained In the minutes of the Technical 
Commission. 

■* Dr. Ter Meer, this brings me to the end of your examina¬ 
tion. Is there anything you want to state on your own? 

A No. 


13219 


3 May 1948-A-2^-3-Mllls (Ramler) 

Court VI, Case VI 

« Then let me state one thing, with your agreement, I 
hope. I couldn't ask you about all matters which were men- . 
tioned in the indictment, in documents, or In the trial 
orlofs. I couldn't ask you about all the points with which 
your name is connected. But I can state, and you will agree 
with me, that with respect to all counts with which you 
have made no express statements, you reject any charge of 
having committed any illegal actions. 

A Yes. 

4 Your n onors, this brings me t» the ond of Dr. Ter 
Meer's examination. 

THE PRESIDENT: Any further questions of this defendant? 

DR. SIEliERS; One question, your Honors. Dr. ter Moor, 

• 

in the mcantlrao I have handed to you Exhibit 2196, NI 15227. 

I gave you the original photostat of that document. 

tfhon Dr. Borndt exaralnod you before you only had the excorpt 

before you which was submitted by the prosecution. Excerpts 

• 

are often sora'what misleading and now that you have soon 
the entire document would you be good enough to say whether 
you can now state why a letter was written to the envoy 
Heraraen on the basis of this conversation at the Potsd.araer 
Bahnhof. 

MR. 3? ECHEl-; I am not inking an objection, but I have 
here, fortunately, the actual original document which was 
brought from Frankfurt and I would like to ask that the 
witness see it rather than the photostntlc copy, in view 
of the representations that have been made, 

THE PRESIDENT; Let's keep our record straight. Now, are 
you going to have to ask that that originel bo made an ex¬ 
hibit instead of the copy in the flics? 

MR. SPRECHER; Mr. President, because it's ultimately the 
prooerty of the c ontrol Office and has only remained here 
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pending processing, I en not certain that I can do that, 
out I will try tc see I can not. 

-HE PRESIDENT; Would you be safe in asking that It oe 
made as an exhibit in lieu of the copy that Is In the record? 
Then you can file a motion to vlthdraw it later and substitute 
the copy. 

HR. SPRECHSR; Y^>6, I think In this caso we could convince 
the Countrol Office that that was import.it. 

THE PRESIDENT; Very well. 

MR. SPRECHER; Let's — 

THE PRESIDENT: x hen the rocord nay show-that subject to 
being withdrawn later if the Court deens It proper, the 
original of the docunent is no« substituted for the copy 
In the file of the Secretary General. 

DR. SISK RS; Let ne state — 

THE PRESIDENT; Now, do you wish, Dp. 8iemors, to pass 
up tno original documont' to the defendant before you quest¬ 
ion him about it? 

DR. SiairRS; The photoetatic copy 1 b In agroeraent with 
that original, out certal nly I can givo Dr. Tor Moor tho 
original and we will arrive at the same result. 

THE PRESIDENT; I think you had oetter do that because after 
all It's now the exhibit. It's a better evidence anyway. 

DR. SIZHER3; Let me Just state, Your Honors, that ray 
objection this morning was directed against tho probative 
value of that document and I still stand by ray objection. 

The original too says, "Signed, Schnltzlsr, or "Slgnlort, 
Schnitzler." In other words, it doesn't help us. 

THE PRESIDENT; Veil, that is a deoato J.e question. So 
go ah ad and ask your questions now. 

BY DR. SISilSRS; 

Dr. ter lieer, would you be good enough to tell me 


13221 


3 May 1948-A- MS2-22-5-MilIs (Ramler) 
Court VI, Case VI 


whether the question which was put to you by Dr. Berndt 
as to how this letter was drawn up — are you now able 
to answer that question in greater detail having read the 
original of the letter? 
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A.- Vos. From the excerpt which I had read previously I could only 
more or less guess what its contents were. I guessed at a certain fric¬ 
tion between Wiesbadon and the German administrative offices in Paris. 

If, however, one reads the third and fourth paragraphs, one finds that 

# 

this actually means that the author of, the letter info ms the envoy Hera- 
raen how it cane about that certain conferences were conducted in Paris 
ifhich Heenen would have preferred to conduct in Wiesbaden, This explana¬ 
tion in the third and fourth paragraphs assumes tho fora of almost an 
apology. This supports my view even core that these remarks lnten to bo 
a character of politoncsa because actually this is a letter of apology. 

HR. SPRSCHER: Dr. ter Meer was speaking rather rapidly and I didn't 
hear part of the translation case through. Uay I ask him to repeat that 
last hit? 

THE PRESIDENT: Can you repeat your answer. Dr. ter Ueor. 

A.- The whole answer? • • 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 

A... Before I was only able to read the excerpt froa the lotter and 
I could only guess that *w are hero concerned with a friction botwocn 
the Wiesbaden Armistice Delegation and the Economic Military Adndnistra- 

• • 0 

tion in Paris. After, howovor, having read the letter in its entirety, 

0 

I can see that this rofora to a very clear misunderstanding, even a typo 

0 

of reprimand which apparently was made to the author of tho lotter, to 
the effect that certain conferences were conducted in Paris whereas the 
envoy Heirmcn would havo preferred them to be conducted in Wiesbaden. For 
that reason this letter cloarly bears the character of an apology on the 
basis of the third and fourth paragraphs or at least an apologetic explan¬ 
ation. This supports the view which I have already voiced on the basis 
of the cxccrpt that the "sincere conviction" which was quoted here was 
merely a polite foraula and since this is an apology letter this formula 
was particularly emphasized. 
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O.- Dr. ter Uccr, the part of' tho letter which wa3 not mimeographed 
by the prosecution — does it show upon whose negotiations the conforonco 
with the Ports government officials took place which Hannon obviously 
objected to. 

A.- Yes. I t is stated under paragraph 3 that Mr. Ducbcain expressed 

tho wish that the Ferbcn gontlomsn would get together with him, his col- 

loaguos, and the French government representatives. Thereupon tho author 

of tho lottor stated that he could only agreo to that ccwrso if the ro- 

proeontativos of his own govemaont wre also present. It so cans that Ur. 

Duchcmin thon approac' rt the French ninistors who, in turn, visited tho 

# 

economic offices of tho German Military Govomnant in Paris and thon, upon 

• # 

French request, os it stotod horo, thoro was a conclusion conforonco in 
Paris in tho proscnco of both govemaont representatives. 

Q.- Ono last question. Mas onvoy Hoaaen participating in ono of tho 
lator conforoncos in Paris? I am referring to conferences which you two 
attended. 

A.- Ho did not participate in a single Paris conforonco. 

OR. SIBERS: Thank you very much. No: further questions. 

# 

MR. SPRECHER: Tfo havo no furthor examination, but in view of tho tes¬ 
timony that has just come out now I think it would only bo fair if wo 
translated in full tho rest of this lottor and submitted it to Your Honors 
bocauso I suspect Dr. Sieraars won't object to that. 

THE PRESIDED: Voty well. That may bo dono. 

# 

HR. SPRECHER: I refer to Prosecution's Exhibit 2196, NI-15227. 

IK. SIEMER3: Thank you. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is that all. Dr. Sicacrs? 

DR. SIE2ERS: Yos, that is all. 

THE PRESID3{T: Any further interrogation of this defendant by counsel 

0 0 

for the dofenso? Then you are excused. Dr. ter Mecr. Now, arc you roady - 

0 

to call your witness. Dr. Siesers? 
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0 

DR. SD9SB3: Yes, I an ready to call the witness Dr. Doering. 

THE PRESIDEirT: The marshal will bring in the witness. 

Mr. witness, you will please remain standing for the purpose of being 

sworn, raise your right hand, say "I", and stato your nano for the record. 

0 

A.- I, Wilhelm Doc ring — 

• # • • * • 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, please, repeat aftor mo the oath, — swear by 
God the Almighty and Crmiscient, that I will ppoak tho pure truth and that 
I will add tho withhold nothing. 

(Tho witness repeated the oath.) 

You may bo soatod. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. SiaffBS: 

0 

Q.- Dr. Dooring, when wsro you bom? 

A.- 1887. 

Q.- '/horo are you residing .now? 

A.- I am rosiding at Bremen. 

Q.~ You havo to nako a pauso botwoon quostion and answer ns I already 

• • 

told you boforo. Ttould you, Voxy briefly, doscribo your professional carcor. 

• 

A.- I am a doctor of law and economics. In tho yoar 1913 I voluntoorod 

in tho Control Cormdttoo of German Industrialists as a volunteer. Inter I 

became a scientific adivsor and when in 1919 tho Rolch Association of Gor- 

0 

nan Industry was formed by the merger of formor othor associations, I was 

0 

taken over into that non association as a roforont. In 1925, I became a do- 
partmcntal chief and I remained in this position up to t 1 » timo I rotirod 
on 1 January 19W». There wvs only ono difference — nanoly instead of tho 
Reich Association Industry, tho association wis designated Reich Group In¬ 
dustry. 

Q.- What was your position with Reich Group Industry? 

A.- I was the head of tho department for tho promotion of sales, this 


depart nunt principally owaprised all economic advertising and also matters 
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pertaining to exhibitions and fairs. 

Q.- Before 1933 yoro you active in the same field — in tho Roich 
Association of Gcrscn Industry? 

A.- Yos. Tho very scsk field. 

# 

Q.- The Prosocut ion has sukqittod numerous documents about the Roich 

• • • #• • 

Group Industry nrd its organization, in connection with Count I of tho 

indictment, aggressivo war. This brought about a sudden confusion about tho . 

structure of tho Roich Group Industry, tfould you ploaso give us a very 

briiif survey of tho or^rnixation of tho Roich Group? 

A.- Yos, I can givo you a short survey basing myself on fry rocollcction. 

Howovor I don't consider myself quite competent Bo do that bocauao I didn't 

work in tho organizational department of tho Roich Group and therefore can 

not refer to any dotal 1. Roich Group Industry ms tho central organization 

# • • 
of Gorman industry, in tho sane way as tho othor associations woro which 

I mentioned before. It was sot up on tho basis of tho law for tho regulation 

• • 

of national labor. 
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q. Let me interrupt you. I believe that you made a mistake. You 
said "regulations for national labor." 

X, I beg your pardon; I made a mistake.- I oeent "national econ¬ 
omy." 

Q. Very well. 

The Reich Group Industry was not an official organization. It 
was merely an industrial association in'the saae way as thi foraer Reich 
Association. Their organs wero first of all the loador and his deputy. 

Q. Who was at the head? 

A. Thoy varied during the years. In 1939 it was Zangen, who was 
a general manager of the Uannesaann plants. 

q. What farther positions wero thoro in that organization? 

A. Thoro was the , ivieory council, which was a relatively small 
body of persons who supported and advised tho leader. Thon thoro wes 
the l»rge advisory council, which was conposod of all thoso industrial¬ 
ists who had cny functions to exerciso within the structure of the Reich 
Group. For instanco, they wero chairoon of technical coomittoos or 
loadors of economic groups or leaders of industrial dopartcionts with tho 
various chambors of commerce otc. 

Q. Dr. von Schnitalor belonged to tho largo advisory council, 

Beirat. Could you tell do what the significance of tho largo edvisory 
council was? 

A. It was 0 largo body numbering oore than a hundrod porsons, as 
far as I can remoafccr. It had no dccisivo significance with respect to 
the management of tho Roich Groups. As far as I ronomber it n»t vory 
frequently— perhnps twice or threo tioos a year. It usually listened 
to lectures pertaining u> economic problems. 

q. Was there another organ with the Reich Group? 

A. Yes, thoro was the business management which was subordinated to 
the nain business manager. Dr. Guth. It hsd twelvo departments, each of 
which dealt with a linitod sphoro of work. For instance, there was a le¬ 
gal department, a tex departaent, a transport department, a social 
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scientific department. As I have already said, I was in chargo of one 
of these departments. 

Q. What was your department? 

A. It was Pope recent 5, which predominantly doalt with quostions 
of pronstion of economy in general sales, exhibitions, fairs, etc. 

q. The Prosecution in the Nuernberg trials mentions the Economic 
Groups a great deal. What were the Economic Groups, and what was their 
position with respect to the Reich Group Industry? 

A. The Economic Groups wore the technical sub-structure of the 
Reich Group Industry. Tncy woro not really departments of the Roich 
Croup in that convi of the word, but they wore independent in their func¬ 
tions. To give you sows examples, there was an Economic Group for Min¬ 
ing, ono for Iron and Steel, one for Machine Construction, one for Eloc- 
tro Industry, ono for Chemical Industry, onotor papor, tiatoor, food, etc. 

Q. You Just emphasized thet the Economic Groups formed tho techni¬ 
cal sub-structure of tho Roich Group. Nna thoro anothor organizational 
structure subordinated to the Reich Group? 

A. Yoo. In addition, there was f geographic sub-atructuro in tho 
fora of an industrial and chambers of cooaorco. 

q. Were thoro other organizations of the Roich Croup? 

A. Yos, there woro tho Tochnical Cooaittoos. 

q. Did thoso Technical Coomittooa belong to tho P ich Gnup, or did 
they belong to the Econocdc 'Jroups; »nd why wore such organizations and 
comoittoos composed? 

A. Tho Technical Committeos did not belong to tho Economic Groups, 

but wore diroct organs cf tho Reich Group Industry. They had to pdviso 

on certain technical fields. Thero had boon similar committees in ox- 

istonco fcoforo that, with the old Reich Association, and later on with 

tho Roich Group. Hero, again, I should like to dto a. few examples: 

There was a Tax Ccpndttco, a Trade Political Coaaitteo, a legal Conndttoc 

a Transport Cooedttoo, and in my field of work there was the Committee 

for Industrial Pronotion of Trado, Cocoittee for Exhibits and Fairs; and 

13228 


3 Mey-A-UW-2Z.-3-Stone (Int.Raaler) 
COURT VI, CASE VI 


there was the Committee for Patterns, Drawings, etc. The work of these 
cocmittees- was determined by the Technical Department of the Business 
Management which applied. They were in charge of preparing the votings 
and saw to it that t>.o decisions cade were implemented, 

Q. Schnitzlor was a rvober of the close advisory council of Eco- 
nonic Group Chemistry. Did this litUe advisory council have anything 
to do with the advisory councU of tho Rblch Croups which you just men¬ 
tioned? 

A. No. This was an organ of the Economic Group Chemistry, which 
was quito independent in its structure. 

Q. You said *h?t the Pwich Group Industry was not a Stato offico, 
but merely an organic *on cf industry, '.'ere the thirty-one economic 
groups, which you mentioned, State offices, and did the loaders of the 
economic groups or t heir members hold any positions as civil servants? 

A. Mo. The economic groups, in the saao way as tho Roich Group 
Industry, wore purely organisations of industry, end thoir leaders wore 
not civil sorvanto. They were ben of industry. Neither the leaders 
nor the members of tho advisory councils, nor tho member* of the techni¬ 
cal coaaittees, received any payment for their activity. 

Q. On Pago 85 of tho Trial Briof tho Prosecution assorts that 
Schacht in his capacity as Minister of Economics, on the 2'.th of Novem¬ 
ber 1934, issued a directive, and I uoto: -The practical effects of 
which consisted of lending to tho Roich Group Industry governmental 
P^crs with roapect tc the Gorman mobilisation for war." Is that true? 

A. I cannot remember any such directive. At any rate, the Roich 
Group Industry noithe: received governmental powers at all, nor did thoy 
receive any special powers with respect to German mobilisation. This, 

in my opinion, was impossible because the Reich Group was not an auth¬ 
ority. 

Q. Ur. Wing, the Prosecution hes neither proved nor esserted 
that the Reich Group, by this directive, received governmental power. 

They merely stated that in practical effect they had such governmental 
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powers. Please state—and I think you can remember—whether the Roich 
Group de facto had governmental power and exercised any power of issuing 
directives. 

k. Aa far as I can remeEfcer, they never received any such author¬ 
ity. 

Q. The Prosecution continues to state in the Trial Brief, and they 
say that it is an incrininating element »that the Fuehrer principle was 
carried out in industry. lou have drawn up an affidavit on that ques¬ 
tion for enothor trial* In order to expedite your examination, I should 
liko to put that affidavit before you; end would you pleaso toll mo 
whether you wish to supplement or correct this affidavit, which you drew 
up on the 12th of March 1%8? 

A. No. 

Q. I should liko to ask the Tribunal to rdcoivo this affidavit 
in evidenco with Identification Nj. 219. 

THE PRESIDENT: What exhibit nunber will it bear, Dr. Siomors? 

DR. SIE2IERS: I'm sorry; I can't put it into ovidonco bocauso it 
hasn't been cdacographod and translated yot. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well; but so wo keep it straight, let's give 
it a numbor for tho tiao boing and mark it for identification, and then 
you can submit it later. What will bo your next number—noxt exhibit 
number? 

DR. SIEMERS: Exhibit No. 181. 

THE PRESIDENT: Vory well. On your promise, thon, to have it pro¬ 
cessed and distributed wo will h^c it accepted into evidenco, if tho 
Prosecution hpa no objection* 
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. kP. S?HCHT8t Well, Ur. President,* do have an objection. 

7K1 PR SIl^VT: Very well then no'll listen to your objection. * 

>?.. SPRFCKER: What reason is there, after this witness lias btnn 
called hero, for now burdening this n’ccrd with a further affidavit 
concerning this natter. I think that generally wc have indicated tlwt 
there is either of one or two alternatives with respect to normal 
witnesses. Kith respect to defendants that is another matter. Wc-r, wo 
have had a lot of tins in order ..... 

TVS PRESirF.CT: Well, Ur. p rosocutor, I Boo no substabti.il difference 
between offering an affidavit and then bringing in the witness to 
supplement his tostirony contained in the affidavit, on the onu hand, 
and using him as a witness and then offering an affidavit to substantiate 
his testimony. If it will shorten the court rooo tino it svaus to bo sound 
reason why th* reveres would bo the same thing, 

kP. SPS CiTKt Well, that't been done •dicrc cross examination has been 
askod fer ond tb* witness has boon brought hero for some ourposa, but 
that's different matter. There's no reason that whatovor Dr. Sinorra 
wants to bring out ho can't bring out before tho Tribunal. Tho other 
thing, I understood saao typo of limitation or restriction had been -nMo 
by tho Tribunal against this continued piling into the record of 
additional norv-ccntcnporartous documents, but I may bo in orror about 
that. Thor*, is no petition... 

TF*. ttSm.N7: Well, now, Ur. Prosecutor, it's just os bread as 
it is long. If wo sustained your rejection. Dr. Slemurs c »uld go ovar 
this affidavit. Hrw, if it will Savo rcur time and yours by 
accepting this affid-.vit, I can't sou whore tho prosecution is hurt 
by it. Do you? 

Uk. S?P CKSR: Till, I'm a/raid I an interested a groat doal in tho 
procedure because I think it is exceedingly not calculated to encourage 
cither discretion o r . Your Honors, a certain amount of tendency on 
the part of counsel to get things in onlur at the proper time. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, then, on that basis, the objection ±3 overru¬ 
led. 

BY DR, SiarRS: 

C Dr. Doerin^, were there s idler .'rg.mixations abroad bo fort 
thever as was the Roich Group Industry? 

A Yes, there were similar organisations in every country which had 
any industry. As an example, I might mention the Federation of British 
Industries which alra«dy before 1933 tod connection with Germany which 
later vero takon up again. I remind ; ou that there were Qoman-Rritlsh 
industrial confsrcnos even in 1939. As far as I run ember, these confe¬ 
rences uvon lod tc u> agreement between those two organisaUms. Aiforo 
thomr already similar conferences wero hold with tto Italian Industrial 
associations. 

(. I should now like to put to you Pruaocution Exhibit 60 in Document 
Book tf, 3 , pae« 1^2. A number of gontlervn are mentioned hero rho wore 
appointed to the Oon-rnl Council of Industry. *tot was the significance 
of this Oamrol Council? 

A I don't bo 1 love it had any practical significance because it 
was nover heard of later. 

Q Do you have the documont bcf**ro you? 

A Yes. 

U Since this is brought in ceonuotino with support given to Hitler 
for his aggresslvo purposes will you plw-so toll mo who of those 
gentlemen cannot be considered as typical National Socialists. 

A Jfc doubt Uwre a few among thin. 

MR. -SMCCHER: Just a minute. Lay wu have either Dr. fiomr's d.ifi- • 
nitinn or »lse the witness's definition of a typical National Socialist? 

TlfE PPHSIDE^T.*: Objection is ovorrulod. You can cross exsunin« 
the witness as to what ho means by that if yr.u care to. The objection 
is ovorrulod. 
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• 

91 D?. SIPWSS: 

G Would you ploase reply to my question? 

A Naturally I can "nly base cysdf upon ry personal iapr *ssi<ins and 
not’upon actual knowlcago. F«r insane':, I think it is out of the quest¬ 
ion th.it Geheinrat Bosch had anything to do with the Party. Dr. HacPel- 
berger, who is mentioned horo, as far a? I ua informed, was a member 
of the Centrum Party. He carta inly had nothing to do with tho 
National Socialist Party. I don't bollovo that Dr. Krupp von Behind und 
Halbach was a ?nrt nunbor. Furthermore, I don't believe that Karl >‘riod- 
rich von Siemens was ever in the Party in viuw r.f his gonoral attitude. 

I noither assume that of Dr. Vceglcr. 

Q I think that will sttffice. 


Wc shall now t/.uch upon abotber field. Hew did tho Ad vertising 
Council for Oe.-nan Industry originate? 

THE IWSnWfTi Dr. Siemtrs, I assure you will not go into tho 
subjoct matter of tho affijJavit. which you havo said you will supply. 
It's not beforo us so wo/bnnnot chock on it. 

D?. SITXraS: M 

TJE PPESIDLWTj V.iiyw.11. Oo ah«nd. 

BY DR. SriiFRS: 


/. The idee of thu foundation of an advortising council wns concoiv- 
ed of tha then Secretary of Steto Funk Crna the Ministry of Pr.paganda 
Iho Advertising Council was intended to be an organization which was 
to settle and supervise all industrial advertising. Wc wolcooort such a 
legal settlement because there was considerable* disorder in that field. 

In the furth-r cmitso of events, however, v,ry many frictions c-ccured 
in tho Advertipin* Council becauso our opinion the rigid coordination 
of th *' cntiro industrial advertising by an fagoncy outside of industry 
meant a restriction of the free ■ov.-ntnt of industry in the fiold of 
advortising. as a r isult of thu foundation of this Advertising Cornell 
the ‘ tich ° rou P Industry was crspelled tc f ira n special ccraiittoe f<»r 
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industrial advertising in order that in this manner they would havo a 
possibility to form their cmn opinion in this field. 

i; toy I interrupt you, Ur. Goering" One technical ranark. fou 
don^t havo to speak so slowly when yru are making complete sentences. If 
you want to pause, pause after the sentence. This makes it nuch easier 
for the interpreter to catch up with ycq. 

Did the Advertising Council or the coixdttce which you mentioned with 
tho Reich <*rcup Industry have anythin to do with preparation for wr 
with industrial osptonago? 

A Fa. Both agencies dealt with purely technical work wich was in 
the fluid of economic advertising. The Advertising Council was prehibi- 
ted to be active politically. Tho naoo industrial Advertising" was 
consciously formulated in that manner in onto to prevent any cinfusion 
with political propaganda. 

Q How did it o<mo about that Dr. von Schnitxlor was appointed a 
menbor of the Advertising Council? 

a Herr won Schnitilcr bocauso of his capacity as chairman of 
the Exhibition and Fairs Comittoo was appointed. Tho chaiarom of that 
conmittoa had to bo as particularly experienced in that fiold as ho 
"as. Already in 1929 he was Comm Roich Comissar lor the World 
Exhibition at Barcelona. Since that tir* hew-s largoly intrusted 

in such questions. In addition, he hud considerable international 
relations. 

U Vote the corardittoos for industrial advertising and c xhibittons 
and fairs influanced by Party politics? 

A Doth those coerdttocs were intentionally kept free of political 
matters. 

This is due to Dr. Schnitxlor's leadership and on various occasi.ro, 
even lad t» frictions with tho Advertising Council as well * with tho 
“Inistry of Propaganda. To give example, I night state that the iiinistry 
Propaganda for a long tame locked with disfavor upon Ur. von Sclmitzler 
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and bo because of -nir injecting attitude toward a large plan toed exhibition 
which was to talc place in Berlin on the occasion of the- Olympic Oanos 
of 1936. At that tine we firnly rejected to participate in such an 
industrial exhibition, and to approve that it be held before globetrotters 
and sportsmen. 

Q Did Schnitzler's international relations have any practical effect 
in the field of advert! ing and exhibitions? 

k Yes. I already mentioned his activity *>en hews the chairman 
of the exhibition at Barcelona, at a later time he also attended tho 
eponing of tho Paris World Exhibition in 1937 as an honorary guosts and, 
furthermore, upon invitation of tho Italian Industrial association 

in 1939 ho gnvo a locturc thereppertaining to fair and exhibition 

• 

matters. Lot n*o point cut in particular that the International Chamber 
of Commerce in ?»rio appointed hin cs the cJ-airman of tholr c-wlttco 
for fairs and exhibitions, "c ,® far as I know, had very lively 
connections with the International Chwabtr of Cwamorco. «n tho 
occasion of tho largo congress in Borlin in 1938 hows one of thosu pontlo- 
Mn "ho mode on their houses Available for the reception of tho partici¬ 
pants in this International Congress. 

Q On page 55 «f tho Trial Brief tho Prosocutiun«scrts that von 
Schnltzlcr was appointed to be chnimin of another propaganda agency, !. 

ALA, and that the President of tho R->ich Press Chamber and Roich Load or 
of the National Socialist Press boedh., Schnitzler's deputy. Is that 
right? 
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A The Ala wps not a propaganda agency. In particular, 

It was not on agency for political propaganda. It was merely 

rn advertising office. As far as I remember. Dr. von Schnitzlor 

vps not even a chalrrapn of the Aufslchtsrat of the ALA; 

DR. SIEMERS; *our Honor, for the record I might state that 

this oecomas apparent from the Proseoutlon Sxhl'olt ??3, Book 
, * . 

44, page 66. 

'4 I should now like to turn to the matter concerning . 
association for the Promotion of 8ales. The Proseoutlon on 
page 71 of tholr Tr'.il Brief states that P-roen through the 
defendant von Schnitzlor, and I quote; "In the spring of 1940, 
under the name of ‘Company for the Promotion of Sales.," set up 
an organization which was undor hie supervision and which was to 
sorvc 88 a cover agency for the espionage agento sent abroad 
oy the Aowehr." 

Would ploaso testify to that matter? 

A Everything imaginable Is wrong in that sentence. Tho 
company wa-. founded long before tho war, cs far as I roraomber, 
in 1937. It was not*a conpany for the promotion of spies. 

It wp- not designated that way orlg'nally out wps called tho 
"Studiengosollschaft fuor Vorkaufsfoerdorung und /erbung," 
a company for th3 study of sales promotion and advertising. 

This wps later changed into "Company for the Promotion of Sales." 
The reason was that one wanted to avoid any confusion with 

the scientific Institutes. 

% 

$ Was Far'oen initiating that foundation? 

A I merely want to add that one has to avoid a confusion 
with an advertising agency. 

4 Did Faroen initiate the foundation? 

A No. 

'<* .How about von Schnitzler? 

*3236 
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A No, Hi’, von Schnitzler didn't originate that founda¬ 
tion. It wat a certain Richprd Xuenzler. Richard Kuenzler 
formerly active in the Reich Technical Committee of Professional 
Technical Sxperis. He founded this enterprise because he 
left that office. 

4 Anl now the most important point; was it meant to 
ba a cover agency for espionage agents sent abroad by the 
Abvehr? 

A Ihe purposo of this company served exclusively the 
study of market research and market analysis; that is to say, 
acquisition <if material foj* the planned doraeetlo and foreign 
salos and advertising in that connection. It had nothing to 
do wltn any fllitrry or stato ageicles. 

4 Was this a public trade company? 

A Yes.- It was an organization of public law. 

4 Wha* was 9chmitzler'8 connection with that association? 

A Schnitzler was a member of the si-called administrative 
counsol. This adnlnlstratlvo counsel wrs oroatod oocpubg Kuon- 
zlor asked Industry when he founded that company to supnort 
him in some mrnner. A number of Industriallsr-s olonged to 
that admin'strrtlvo counsel who had special experiences in 
the field of advertising. I don’t recall all the names how, 
out, apart from Herr von Schni trier, I may (cent ton Re inhold 
Kruase vhc wns a co-proprietor of the paper firm, Mux Kru'se, 
Dr. Seng, a specirl •’dvertislng consultant, Dr. (Orgtnstorn, 
the hand of the Information and ^ress Department of the 
German Bank. I myself was a member of the adxinlshrative 
council ns an expert from the Reich Gruppe Industry, 

4 How often were there meetings? 

A As far as I remember, there were two td three meetings 
per year initially... *hey were of representative and advisory 
importance; as a result of transportation difficulties they 
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only occurred Infrequently lpter and finally stopped alto¬ 
gether. 

« Who Issued orders to that association? 

A Flrsm belonging to medium and small Industry, which had 
not machinery to go into these various market analysis. At 
e later date larger firms gave orders too. I believe I can 
remember that the Mercedes Shoe factory and the Agfa in their 
photographic field gave orders to then. 

Q At any one time were orders given to the association by 
Major Bloch, the head of the A'owohr of the Wchrmacht? 

A Yes, that **s °nly the caee after the outbreak of the 
war. I roraorabor that Mr. Kuonrler one morning told -ie 
full of prldo that even the OXV was using the work of the 
company in economic fields. 

q Did Kuonrler ask you beforehand about this matter — 

I mean von Schnltzler and you — and were you in agreement with 
this new dovolopment during the war? 

A No, he didn't ask us and we weren't ovarJoyed about this 
new connection. It was our opinion — 

THS PA3SID2NT; I was Just going to observe, Doctor, that 
I fear your watoh is not keeping up with our clock. You snld 
you were going to use 45 ralnutas. You have used an :hour and 
a half and I thought I oettar roralnd you, that perhaps you had 
forgotten. We would like, If wq can to complete the examination 
of this witness today so we cen make a fresh start on something 
else tomorrow. Do you think you cm do that? 

DR. SIErGRS: Yes, I think so. 

Dr. Doering, I think you can speak a little faster. I 
think the interpreter, If he doesn't c*»tch up, will flash tho 
yellow light. 

A x can ropeat that ^uenrler didn't ask us and we weren't 
overjoyed about this connection. It WP6 our opinion that the 
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• • • 

use of the association by a state and military office would 
disturb the private economic character of the association. 

In addition, the financial situation of the association which 
was never sound was endangored by the fact that the state 
agency did not pay sufficiently for the work they used. 

4 Could the adra nlstrative council, if they were not 
©leased with such criers, prohibit the association to accept 
them? 

A No, as far as T know, they were not able to do that, 
that for a dual reason. The administrative council was not 
in a position to prohibit the acceptance of orders as long 
as they ware within the sphero of -ctlvlty of tho association. 
Beyond that It would havo been impossible for the chief during 
the war to tell tho OKV that they were refusing such orders. 

>* Do you know whether those orders concerned economic 
questions or whether they concerned military or political 
matters or even espionage matters? 

A As far as Kuenzlor Informed us, these assignments 
concerned exclusive economic matters, information on economlo 
matters, as tho nemo of tho association Implies. 

% fou Just 8®ld that as n result of those orders oy the 
OKW the financial situation of the comoany was endangered. 

Was anything done in order to support the association finan¬ 
cially? 

A Yes, they endeavored to find some way in order to holp 
tho association financially. The thought was entertained to nsk 
a number of lrrgo firms to give them credits to a limited 
extent in order to finance assignments to be given later. Farben 
through the mediation of Hr. von Schnltzler, gave us 10,000 
"larks. Further amounts as far as I remember, were given 
by the firms, A2G and Siemens,but I think that these were 
smaller amounts, approximately 5,000 nark6. 
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Q Why was Schnltzler asked to Join the administrative 
council? 

A In ray opinion, he was asked to do that because ho 
was the chairman of the Reich Gruppo Industry Department 
for Industrial Advertising. 

i You said that the adrainletratlve council was rather 
disposed about the orders’of the OXV. Did you In any way 
concern yourself with these orders? Did you do anything about 
them? 

A Wo ropectedly considered whether wo were to withdraw 
from the administrative council or not. At first wo post¬ 
poned that course of pctlon because our assignments were with¬ 
in the fraraowork o* the economic tasks of the assoolatlon. 
When, however, the hoed of the association, Mr. Xuonzlar, 
left Berlin for some tlrao and whon ho appointed a deputy 
whora wo didn't know and when we were no longer cabled to 
serve tho cntlro situation, I asked n r. von Schnltzler, 
also M r . Kruaao, whother or not we could withdraw from 
tho administrative council. Herr von Schnltzler immediately 
agreed and asked mo to write to the association in that sonso. 
i Whon did that tako placo? 

A As far as I remember, that was in late 1942 or early 

1943. 
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Q Tho was Freiherr Yesco von Puttkacner? 

• # 

A Freihorr Ycsco von Puttkaaacr, as Horr Kuenzlcr told no, aftor 
tho war, was an employee of the Association. As far as I rcraenber ho 
loft again after a few months. 

Q Did Kucnzlor, tho Chairmen of the Association, ask you about 
the appointment and the dismissal of Putkssoer? 

A No, he didn't ask us about that. 

Q Tfcs Putkanmer appointed into this Association for tho promotion 
of sales through tho intervention of the Wohrnacht? 

A I think that is out of tho question. Kunzlor novor told us 
anything to that effoct. 

Q Tho Prooccution assorts in tho Trial Brief, on pogo 71a, that 

Putkmmor and 1 quoto, “was an official of tho ccnpeny for tho promotion 
• • 

of solos and wont to Shanghai fer that ccnpany on a special mission;" 
is that corrocb? 

A In ay opinion it is orfciroly out of tho question. Wo woro 
donrly told that Put keener as an employee ha$ loft tho Association. 

Q T ho p rosocution continues to assort that Putkaeraor and I 

0 

quoto, "was tho Chiof of tho Nazi propaganda in China and was carrying on 

ospionago w>rk thoro"; do you know anything about that? 

• • * 

A No, I know nothing about that whatsoever. Aftor tho man loft, 

I completely lost sight of Mm. 

Q Your Honor, with respect to Putkasaor, tho Prosecution in 
D ocuacrfc Book 49, miuittcd two dacuoonts. I ask tho Control Secretary 
to give this Docuncnt Bock to the Tribunal. This is Exhibit 937 nrel 939, 

on pages — I think it is the 3rd and 4th but Inst document of tho book 

• • # 

on pages 180 and 181 in tho Gcraan book. This docs not help you ouch, but 
I do not know the E nglish pago. 

• • 

JUDGE MORRIS: 132 and 138 1 thirk, in the E^lish. 

DR. SIOsHlS: Thank you, Judge Morris. 

Under 937 we are concerned with the oinutos of the interrogation 
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of Kirokawa Ikuzo of 16 July 1946, and it contains reference to 
Putkasner's behavior. Docuaeit 939 is a judgaent of the American 

Uilitary Tribunal of 17 Janaary 1947 in Shanghai. It concerns the 

• • # 

charges against Putkaaner, and either Airing the timo fren, as it says, 
between 8 Uay and 15 August, 1945, I should like to cfcjc'ct to these tw> 
docuaerts, and I ask that they be strioken. Ur. Sprcchor has raised 
objections with refcrcnco^to ny docuacnts that concern a period of tiro 
aftor tho unconditional surrender, and that they, thoroforo, cannot 
properly bo submitted. 1 believe that I can also uso that very samo 
reason with rospoct to those two docuacnts, which aro exclusively 
cone o mod with o vents aftor tho unconditional surrorxior of Go many. That 
is in particular what Putkaaner is boing chorgod with, and 1 ask that 
these two documents bo stricken, bccauso they are referring to any period 
aftor tho unconditional surrender of Germany. 

Ufi. SPRECHER: Docuacnts reforrirg to my poriod aftor tho 
uncondttiorr.l surrender of Gonsany, wo aro content that thoy should bo 
strickon. If thoro ir othor ovidonco thoro concoming Putkrmmcr, whioh 
is In that record wo think it should rcc&in. 

THE PRESIDENT: Tho charge as it appoars is that between Uay 8 and 

♦ • 

A ugust 15 1945, that Putkaaner, otc. wero piilty of this conduct. Is 
thoro any showing that their operations rain tod to a poriod prior to that, 
Ur. Proaocutor? Is thoro any otter cvidonco in tho record, Ur. Prosocutor, 
bosidos tho judgment that £iows the poriod of timo that is involvod in 
Putkaaner 1 s conduc t? 

UR. SPRECHER: I think thoro *is so* typo of affidavit attachod 

to that document. 1 do not havo ay English copy hero. Wo don't — 

• 

THE PRESIDENT: Do you want an opportunity to call our attention 
to tho ovidonco that jou think would make this competent? 

UR. SPRECHER: This includes an interrogation beforo that 
Tribunal which refers to J\itkaoaer‘s activities before 1945. 

THE PRESIDENT: Ttet is what I would like to sco. I don't see it. 
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Just n ocaoit. That is a different cbcincnt, Ur. Prosecutor, than the 
judgment. 

UR. SPREEHER: We do not have our Er^lish copies here. 

THE PRESIDED: -I as asking you would you like to have scqo timo to 
look into it. 

• • • 

UR. SPREEHER: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, then you will call that matter up again 
* • • 
after the Proaocution has an opportunity to examine its (tocumonts, Dr, 

Sioncrs, and then wo will hear you further on it. 

UR. S’RECHER: Could I borrow, just temporarily, your copios. I 

soo you have your copies. 

THE PRESIDENT: &u-o, you can have adno. 

Go nhoad with your examination whilo Ur. Sprochor is looking that 
up. 

BY DR. SIEUERSt 

I can finish it now. 

Q In tho Koich G^up industry as far as you could toll, did you 
know of any military plans of aggression against Austria on tho part of 
Hitlor? 

A No. 

Q Did the Roich G^up InAistxy know 0 f any aggressive plms by 
Hitlor with rospcct to Csccho Slovakia, or did you porsonally kiwi of 
any? 

A No. In March of 1939, I happened to bo on a trip in Franco, 
after tho occupation of Franco and tho sotting up of tho jrotoctorato. 

I leamod frera a French paper when I travolod from Lyon to Paris. I was 
quito horrifiod about it. 

Q Did yexi in the Reich Group Industry know of Hitler's intention 
wigo cn aggressive war against Polarri? * 

A No. 

Q Since yaa before the war and during the war repeatedly contcctod 
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Ur. von Schnitzler, would you please tell no Another any one uttoranco, 
or any particular attitude of Settlor on the occasion of your noting, 
indicating that Schnitzler know of Hitler's aggressive war plans, or that 
ho participated in any preparation for an aggro ssivo war? - 

A Mover. I can say that with certainty because in view of tho 
entire attitude of Herr von Schnitzler, such utterances would havo inprossod 
these elves on ay ednd. Bofore and during tho war on many occasions I not 
Ur. von Schnitzler socially and in twsiness, aid know of ell of his nuraorous 
intermtional connections, and I know what his economic international 
attitude was. Baring the entire duration of the war there was hardly ono 
discussion with him in the course of *»ich ho did not voice his pain about 

the outbreak of tho .war, and his anxieties about tho interrational economic 

• 

relations, riiich bccamo worse and worso as tho yocrs pr<«rcssod. 

I think that it is a tragedy that this particular man is being 
charged with having supported an aggrosaivo war. % 

DR. SIQIERS: 1 havo no fUrthor questions. 

THE PRESIDENT: Any othor questions from tho Defenso Couraol? 

Can you start your cross cxraination, Ur. Prosocutor? 

HR. SPRECHERs Concerning that exhibit. Your Honors, I think 
D r . Siemors is absolutely correct. Thorc is nothing in thcro free) beforo 
that timo. 

THE PRESIDENT: Mow dees that apply to Exhibits 937 oral 939 both, 
or to Just ono of than? 

UR. SPREE HER: I understand it was only ono oxhibit, but I havo 
handed tho book back, so I carrot tell you. 

HE PRESIDENT: Dr. Si an era, to diich oxhibit did you direct, your 
motion? % 

DR. SIEUERS: My motion was directed to 937 aid 939. 937 is tho 
interrogation of Ikuzo about Putfcuaaor's activities in 1%5. 

THE PRESIDENT: Ur. Prosecutor, did you examine the interrogation 
to seo whether or not — 

UR. SPREGHER: Urs. Kaufmann infonaed me that the first oxhibit, 

1 
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so far as nunber is concerned, 937, <kes not contain material from 
beforo 1945. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dp. Sioesers motion is overruled as to Prosecution 

Exhibit 137, and sustained as to Frosecution Exhibit 139 ,- 937. I 

wiU repeat. The motion is overrulod as to Prosecution's Exhibit 937 

end sustained as to 939. Exhibit 939 is no* stricken from the evidorso. 

• 

DR. SiaiERS: I beg your pardon, Your .Honor. If I uirier stand M r . 
Sprcchor correctly, he said that ns far as the document refers to tho 
period of time eftor Lay 1%5, ho would be in agreement with tho striking 
of it. Tho documont 937 only refors to questions of tho position of 
Hirokawa Ikuzo but all of the decisivo points contained in that cfocumont 
refer to the poriod after 1945. 

HR. SPREC4ER: In so far as this statement is truo wo aro 
agreenblo. 

THE PRESIDENT: tihat ntout that Hr. Prosocutor. C*n you call 
our attention to anything in that interrogation that shows that it 
rolatcs to tho conduct of this party before tho end of tho war? 

to will Just tnko a ccnoits timo and dotermino thnt issue now. 

The Tribunal's roling will stand. On page 1 of the interrelation 
is this quastion: 

"Q Did Puttkannor and his information buroou cortinuo to 

✓ 

cooporeto with the Japanese Army after tho Genaan surrenior?" 

Tho answer is: believo they did." 

That wiuld support an inference that ho might have coo porn tod 
boforo the surrender, and the motion is overruled. 

Tho Tribunal will now rise until 09C0 hours tomorrow morning. 
(TRIBUNAL IN RBI ESS TIL OSCO JOURS HAY 4, 1948) 
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Undor dlreotlveaof United States Military Tribunal No. 6, 
tostlconv of witnesses listed'below ms roqulred to bo taken boforo 
the undersigned Conciselonor, Pursuant thereto the said Coanissionor 
has conducted hearings at afaloh the following witnesses havo l\*lly 
testified! 


0 April 1914 
9 April 191*8 
12 April 1914 
12 April 192*8 

S April 1914 
April 1914 
15 April 19L8 
16 April 1914 
19 April 1914 

20 April 191* 
20 April 192*8 
21 April 192*8 
21 April 192*8 
25 April 19li0 
20 April 191*8 
26 April 191*0 
26 April 192*8 
27 April 1914 
29 April 192*8 
29 April 192*8 
30 April 1914 
29 April 1914 
30 April 1914 
30 Apr 11 1914. 
5 Uy 19 14 
6 hay 1914 
S' 3 Uy 1914 
3 Aay 1914 
3 Uy 1914 
li Uy 1914 
l hay 1914 
L lay 1914 
i Hay 1914 
5 hay 1914 
6 Uy 1914 
7 Uy 1914 
10 Liay 1914 
10 l ay 192*8 
10 Way 1914 
10 Uy 1914 
11 Uy 1914 
11 Uy 1910 
11 Uy 1914 
11 Way 19L0 
10 May 1914 


Na»__of "ltR£S£ 

* e 

••alter Marllaont 
Eurt Krueger 
Karl neber 
Paula lister 
Ernst Struss 

Chrlstlbn Zahn 

n ■ 

Bernhard Sohoenor 
Adalbert Pelndal 
Josef Grobol 
Gustav Plator 
Bell de Haas 
Heinrich Sohuh 
Heinrich Sohlndler 

■ a 

Walter Kllcuth 
Hans Sauor 
MlholE Duellborg 
Theo Goldschnldt 
••aton Ulthlngor 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

• « ■ 

Rudolf Scheldt 

* M 


Wolfgang Alt 
Carl Godon 

Kurt Hartconn 

■ a 

Frits Dion 
Kurt Els fold 
adolf Taub 

Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 
Wornor Soheltx 

■ a 

Wax Winkler 
Frits Eirsoh 
Ernst Krnschwskl 
Frans Fueratonberg 

Holns Savolsborg 
Karl Aunscholdt 
Holahold 

Priedrloh S# Ichor 


Of f lolul_Trans or^pt_ 

10075-10907 
11120-11163 
11165-11175 
11177-11199 
U293-1133B 
112*2*2*—112*90 
11507-11612 
11706-11723 
11827-1102*1 
11014-11060 
11061-11070 
12090-12120 
12129-1211*0 
12337-12370 
12707-12777 
122 * 61 - 122*90 
12500-12512 
12598-12621 
12871-12909 
12910-12953 
13075-13092 
1295l*-12960 
13065-13075 
I3093-I3133 

13620-13629 

13651-13719 

132146 - 13269 - 

13271-13291 

13292-13316 

13U2-13L50 

132*50-132*60 

13161-131*79 

13140-13149 

13566-13619 

13720-13735 

13861-13091 

12*173-12*181 

12*195-12*209 

114210-11*220 

11*221-11*21*5 

11*377-11*382* 

11 * 307 - 1141421 * 

12*1*25-12*2*39 

11*1*1*0-11*1*55 

11*182-11*191* 


During the said proceedings the following exhibits have 
been offorod In evidence | 







Exhibit 

2302 

2303 
230U 

2305 

2306 

2307 

2309 

2311 

2312 
231U 

2315 

2316 

2317 

2310 

2319 

2320 

2321 

2328 

2329 
2523 

2330 

2331 

2332 

2333 
233U 


2337 

2336 

2339 

23L0 
23U 
2312 

2315 

2316 

2352 

2353 


rSOSSCBTlOK EXRI3IIS 


SI_So. 

FS 2353 C 
• L79 

12,036 

11031 

15070 

; 11236 
U232 

15062 

15063 
. 11257 

13521. 

11256 

11251 

11252 
11011 
11039 
13082, 
10532 
10528 
10907 
13525 
15021 

5763 
15H5 
15116 
8617 
15132 
1511 . 
11,090 
13531 
15215 

15260 

15173 

7637 


15290 

15296 


Offi£lal_l£aaso_ript^ 

10899 

1090! 

11115 

11182 

11183 

11302 

11312 

11327 

11330 

11168 

11173 

11173 

III85 

11176 
11162 
* H831 
11618 

12615 

12616 
12706 
12733 
12878 
12915 
12921 
12923 
12927 
12933 
12912 

13106 

13111 

13126 

13620 

13286 

13728 

13730 
11382 
‘ 11392 


I. the undoralgnod Coienissionor, do heraby oortify that tho 
oforoaold offlolal transorlpt pages oonprlso o full, truo and oorroot 
roport of suoh prooeedlngs, tost loony and ovldonoo hoard and rooordod 
theroln boforo m. 


Datod at Nurnberg, Oerrany. kay 28, 1918. 
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Cc_nisslonor of Tribunal No. 6 
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Official Transcript of hearing tefore a Conaissloner for 
Xilitarjr Tribunal VI Case VI, in the mattor of the 
loited states of *oerica against Karl Krauch at al, 
defendants, sitting at Surnberg, Gernany, on 3 Kay 1948, 
Connissioner Johnson T. Crawford uresidlty?. 


THL KARSKAL: The Cocnission for Tribunal VI is now in session, 
US- HOKRiAHS (For defendant Anbrorf): Mr, Connissioner, the 


prosecution reouested the witness, Hr. Alt, whose affidavit is contained 


in Docunent Boole III-A for cross examination. Hr. Alt is in the witness 


stand and before I yield hla for cross exaoination on his affidavit I 


would like to ask hie whether he wishes to add or change anything In his 


affidavit 


DH. WGLFGASO ALT, a witness, took the'stand and testified as follows: 
TEL BaLSIZOT: The witness has not bean sworn and is in a position 
to be sworn. You will raise your right hand and repeat after ne: 

I swear by God, the Alnighty and Oanlscient, that I will speak tho 


jure truth, and will withhold and add nothing. 
(The witness repeated tho oath.) 


DIRaCT LXAhIHATIQV 


3Y DR. HOFF 1 .ARH: 


yju again, do you wish to odd anything to your affidavit? 

A. I vould like to uake a snail od^itlon to ry affidavit. In ay 
affidavit, I cocnent about the events at the Fifth Sesrion of the Coonittoe 


"K" on 30 January 1941. The insp* 
after that cacclttee session, 

J \ V ’ 

"fter that he traveled .to Be/lin to 
after that'he went on leave re 

• . WH 

lost days of February and after, be 1 

again, that is as far as I can\ecol^i^r^ , ia^ the first ten days 
of the nonth of harch 1941 — the following happened. One norning'I 

1 ~ 


the Auschwitz site took place 


pr.ted in that inspection 


officinl agencies and 
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vaa called to Dr. -kibro*. Uhen I entered his roca,_ ha was Standing in 

th^corner of that rooc and one hand was still'lying on the telephone so 

that I gained tha inpression that he had Just- called sonebody up. 

,/ithout waiting for ne to ask bin vhy he called no, ha said, obviously 

aaaorod, “Nov coca idiotic fallow in" — then ha nontioned sons nano of 

* ^ * • * » 
a location. I don't know whether ha said Berlin or Breslau or perhaps 

Kattovitz. At any rata, it was a none of a location; I know that. Now 

I shall repeat tha sentence, again: "Sous idloti^ fellow in.had 

a notion that we should ^niild Auschwitz with concentration cam innntes. 

Qna does not construct a Buna plant with forced labot." I wanted to 

oention this occurrence b cause, of course, it is of soue lnnortnnco for 

the description which 1 have given here. 

<4. Kr. Cera is s toner, to identify this, in this connection, I shall 

intrxiuce a docunent. It will be given Exhibit No. 194, and io 

Bocujent OA-139. This is a ednflmatlon by the Mayor of the Etthal 

% •• • 

corramity which expresses that according to entries in the visitors 
register Dr. enbros was stayed at the Senddlktlnfcrhof, Etthal with 
his foully, fron robruary 10 to February 24, 1941. I have no furthor 
questions to the witness. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY Iffl MINSKOFF: 

Mr. Nltness, I an rather interested in this addition you Just 
node to your affidavit, particularly in view of the fact that the 
affidavit seeiis to describe rather comletely what occurred at the tlno. 
•ir. Witness, nay I oBk when it was that it occurred to you that you 
h ‘ d this conversation with the defendant Anbros? 

A. This goes back to the tine when I had that conversation, 
every since I have reneubered it. 

Q» Bid you reneober it at the tine you nade your affidavit 
A. Yes. 


Q. But you didn't think it important enough to include in your 
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affidavit at that tine, did you? 

a At tha tine I even thought of it, hut I was advised to rafar 

in ny affidavit oaly to the nattera that ware of inportance and not to 

recite nora personal events which sonetinos looked a little strango in 

writiiw;. I had triad to fornulate it in writing, hut it wasn't very 

• * 

successful. 
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Q. K r. Witness, is it possible that this incident seeaed sonewhat 
aoro important after the prosecution nado evailablo to tho dofonso a 
letter froa tho defendant Kraueh to tho defendant Aabros in which ho 
pointed out that it was at his request that Gooring issue the orders 
asking concentration. ca=p inaatos available? 

1 4 • 

A. Ho. 

Q. Mr. Witnooo, tbero has boon ouch tostiaony on tho part of tho 
dofonso about sx ordor that Carbon is ox^iposod to havo recoivod to build 
a fourth buna plant at Auschwitz. How can you toll bo to tho boot 

• 

of your rocolloctlan when that order was given to I.G. Far bon 7 

A. May X Just ask again, did X understand your question corroctly 
to bo, ns for as X rooonbor I no to toll you when tho ordor was issued 
to uno concentration cacp inaatos at Auschwitz — when I ho«rd about it? 

Ho, no. Tho question is when F(irbcn rocoirod tho ordor to 
build tho fourth buna plant at Auschwitz. X didn't speak of inontoo. 

A. I hoard Aout tho* requost that a fourth buna plant wao to 
bo built vhon during tho first days of January 1941 I we* transforrod 
from tho no In laboratory whoro I had boon until thon, to Ik. Anbros, 
in ordor to **ork for hin. I don't know who told bo about thio for tho 
first tino, whotherit was Hr. Aabros hlasolf or Ik. Biofold. 

Q, I oa not sure that you havo undorstood ay question corroctly. 

I wasn't intorostod in finding out when tho order crco through to build 
a f"urth bxina plant, but I did want to find out if you recallod it — whon 
the ordor ccoo through to build a f -'urth buna plant at Auschwitz? 

A. I would like to answer in tho following nnnnor as con bo 
seen frea tho docunonts horo during tho sossion of Cosaltteo X. Far bon 
aug osted tho Auschwitz sito for tochnical reasons. The oito was then 
Inspected and thon discussions took place in Borlln — as far as I know, 
in tho Gobechoo and in tho Boich Ministry of SconcBics. 

O • % 

Go ahead. Do you want to finish? 

A. I oorely wantod to addthat following that discussion , tho ordor 
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was issued, as can too soon f rorv tho supplement to the record of the Cos- 
oittco "K" session, and this supplcaont was nado whon Dr. Sisfold, who was 
al«ays prosont during tho inspection trips, returned to Ludwigshafon ftor 
hi3 j urncy via V ionna; whothor ho hinsclf alroady brought this infornntion 
vith hin or whother ho only hoard about it lator, 1 cannot say any noro. 

9 

At any rato it existed tooforo tho 18 of February — that is tho date tho 

record of tho session Cocnit teo was reloasod. 

♦ • * \ 

Q. Wo aro getting noro c-'nfusod than clarification now k Lot mo 

understand your tostlaonyl is it y«ur toetinony that tho docioion to build 

at Auschwit* was nado by Farbon and not by tho diroction of tho govornaont? 

A. You said "decision." The docision whoro tho buna plant was to 

bo built, could not bo nado by 1.0. Farbon as far ns far ft o I know. Thoy 

could noroly ouggost scoothing. 

Q, I ton't want to bo tochnlcal with you* tho suggestion that ^ 

Farbon'o si to for tho fourth buna plant bo at Auschwitz cano frao 1.8. 

Farbon itsolf,* isn't that right? 

A. I boliovo in ny affidavit, not so ouch ny affidavit oa In tho 
quotation In it, which is on oxcorpt fron tho ninutos of tho ooooion of 
tho Comnitto© "K", — this is cloarly oxprossod. 

Q, Tho docuaont is in cvidonco, **r. Vitnoss; wo con rood tho docu- 

nont. 

A. I can't find tho place now but it say* thoro that "owing to tho 

tochnlcal considerations, it was su^eotod to tho Boich agoncios that this 

site bo chosen bocauso it sooood tho best." 

M ow tho conaittoo that you aro refforring to, this Oosoittoo K, 

that consisted of tho dofondant Aabros, as chairaan, md tho dofondant 

' . ' ** 

To r Moor, and a nvnbor of other persons fron I.G. Farbon, isn't, that right? 

A. I bolievo if one wantsto bo quite corroct, ono has to say that 

&•. Tor Moor was not a oOnber of this coonittoo. 

So was prosont at the particular nooting you aro referring to? 

A. Ho was prosont, at that occasion, I saw hin for tho first tino, and 


13250 











Court 6, Ceso 6 - CocsBission 

' • • 

tho won it too consider od tho cpsc and reached the 'conclusion that Ausch¬ 
witz was tho most suitable site in Ifcpor Silesia, for technical reasons, 

,-nd I understood this to aeon that tho coaaittoo subnittod thoir con- 
elusions to Dr. Tor Moor and that on tho basis of those conclusions 
end the approval of Ik. Tor Moer as Chief of Sparto II, nogotiationk 
were to* tako place in Berlin, ponding <rnfinsation after tho inspection 
trip had tniton plac* . f 

Q, If you would Just answer the question that I put, wo would envo 
nany subsequent questions. How you are going into tho question of tho 
docision or the si^gostion arrived at at that mooting. How Tor Moor 
was prosont all during that mooting and so was tho defendant Aabros, isn|t 
that cprroct? . - 

A, As far as X know, yos, 

Q. How aftor a suggestion is nado by that nooting in which both 
woro prosont and tho sonso of tho nooting was to suggost tho Ausclwits 
olto, why wasit nocossary for tho dofondmt Anbro* thoroaftor to mnko 
a porsonal inspection trip to too whothor tho sito w at ouitoblo or not? 

A, In ny opinion, tho following roasea ox in tod for this; choosing 
a sito for a largo plant, aftor all, lo nn important aattor, nnd tho 
docusonts which Coaaittoo K feaZL up to then — that is, Dr. Ambros — did 

o « 

not roprosont his own poroonal opinion. At tho timo I understood it 
to nonn, nnd I still do now, th-t Dr. Aobros von tod to convinco hiosolf 
by looking at it hiasolf, as to whothor tho infomntion given to hin 
in tho docuaonts actually was oorroct on all points or whothor porhnpo 
sonothing inportant had boon emitted or roprosontod in tho wrong manner. 

Q, M r. VitnOBs, frra'your oxpcrionco in 1.0, 7arbon, is it 

cuctonary for coanlttoosof tho inportnneo of this K Cpnoittoo to 1 irst 
nako their decisions and then investigate the facts to see whothor thoy 
aro accurate? Vas it custoaary to first invostigato tho facts and thon " 
havo tho nooting to sake tho decision? 

K I would like to say that in general tfco lattor was chooon, if 
thoro wastino, but I only remember that at tho tino tho official outhorltios 
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pressed us for tine "n that natter. At the seao tiao, tho preparations 
and the first work for tho construction of the third tuna plant in 
Ludvigshafen were pending and tho official ^oncies also vantod to 
have preparations nado sinultaneously for the fourth buna plant in 
'Jppor Silecia* 

Kr. v itnoss, in your effidasit you state thRt the engine or 
Faust lnspoctod tho Auschwitz site and that ho tolophonod his roport 

to Director Santo, and that Santa in turn Bade a filo nonorandum of 

• « ( 

this telophono conversation with F a tut, and thet that filo nooorandua 
oorvod as a basis for tho doolsion of Conaittco E on January .30th 
to suggest tho Auschwitz location fortho fourth buna plant, Now, ^r. 


Witnoss, is it your tostiaony that a project of 600 nlllion narks wns 

docidod upon on tho basio of a filo noaorandua of a tolophono conror- 

• ^ 

sation botwoon two persons* noltbor of vhon woro ovon prosont at tho • 

n coting, is that your tost irony7 

A. Mr, Prosooxtor, it is inposslblo for bo to answor y».o or no 

to that question. May X oxplain this *ory briefly? It wasn't Juot 

tho roport about tho tolophono conversation which Mr. Santo nado, 

\ 

but also a groat nuabor of saps had boon studlod and info rant ion hod 
boon gnthorod about tho rlvors which not thoro and about tho railway 
ard read conditions. I rosoabor that Dr. Eiefold told no at tho tino 
to gather infornation in tho Mann boin library about conditions thoro, 
and apart fron that, I would liko to ropoat no docislon was roachod. 

It was noroly a discussion of tho information in hand, tho rooult of , 

• * t • 

which was that if this infornati"n would bo found correct. It would bo 

docidod that this was tho host site, 

• V ' * . 
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✓ 9 \ 

Ci Now, Ur. )fotness, can you toll tne Court just what other reports, 

as to conditions at the Auschwitz site, you had before you, other than 
this file decorandun of a telephone conversation? 

a /.t the beginning, I aentloned that during the first days of Janua¬ 
ry, the min laboratory transferred ce to Dr. Aabrose. My first assign- 

nent consisted of ... ' . 

I * 

0 Tfe.it, !!r. Witness. Just a nooont. Did you hear the question 
that I put? 

A I an about to answer. 

u The question nerely was, what other docusents, what other reports, 
were before that muting, other than the file menorandun of a telephono 
conversation? 

/. /.aong othor things, a great nunbor of calculations, sooe of which 
I had nade nysolf, and which showed quite clearly that, from nn odonondc 
point of view, Auschwitz was the noet logic-1 site. 

M You still haven't answered the question. Don't you recall any 
other reports? Tnore were a nuaber of Farben sen who ms do inspection 
trips. Tnoro woro top onginoers who bxajalned that proporty. Now, tne 
question to you Is, when this aeetint, this all-isportant Meeting of 30 
January took place, .■•id you have any of these other reports in front of 
you, othor than this file aenorandua of a telephone conversation. In 
order to reach tho ieportant decision for a 600 Million nark Buna project? 

lour question is that you want to know what the other gontlcmen had 
bofore thro as to documents or what I had itself? Could you plense 
clarify that? 

C You mr ' J Froacnt at the Meeting, were you not? 

* Yes. • 

C - Tho “w^ine had certain discussions, did it not? Tho purpose 

Of tho meeting was to decide upon a site for c treaendous Buna project. 

Jow, you listened to those discussions or you wouldn't be testifying hero 
today. 1 •* 
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»o*, »'hcn those discussions took place, were they based upon any reports 
as to tha conditions it Auschwitz which the ne .ting had before it other 
then the one aonorajidun referred to in the affidavit — this file note 

X » 

that sadc of a convornation over the telephone with Faust- who j^xd visitod 
the Auschwitz site? 

A Certainly other documents existed as well, otherwise Dr. Anbros 
cculd not havo nade so many suggestions in Cow ditee K about getting 
coke And lino free various locations. At the tine I based «ny work mainly 
on these calculations and on ay participation in various meetings with 
Dr. Eisfeld as well as with Dr. Ambros etc., in a small circle whore these 
matters wore discussed. If I had rumuiberud any other official or other 
written documents, I would havo used thorn for ay affidavit. But that 
la not tha cose. ZL 

• 

o And although you aro pr sontly at tho Ludwig ha fon plant, whore 
-into is and vhoro tha othora atm, yew have found no othor documents 
which were considered by that ueeting, ia that right? Imsaunn if you fouid 
t-hun, you would out them in your document book, is that rl ht? Or at least 
you would have referred to them in your affidavit, is that right? 

A I gained tho impression that you asked several <*ioatiohs. rill 
you repeat that? ' v 

. C, P-^ps you aro right. You aro presently located, as well os in 
Nuwmbcrg also in Ludwigshafen where there an. Dr. Santo's files end 
other file. How, ^ quo3tlon ^ you 8laply i8 ^ ^ ,4th tho 
availability of documents directed to you, do you know of any othor 

documents which wore considered by that meeting which wo have beforo the 
Tribunal now? . ' 

L 1 d °n't know of any. 

Thank you. Vow, Mr. Witness, you state in your affidavit that 
'•oOung was know* C f the existence of the concentration camp, end thuro- 
Toro nobody, of coursa, knew of any allocation of concentration coup 
Prl3 ° n,T5 "b™ ** -de in favor of Auschwit*. * 
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How, Then you imde that statement under oath, did you first investigate 
to find out whether other -enters of that Coanitteo didn't have such 
knowledge? “r did you make yeur statement under oath based on a pure 
assumption? 

/. Kr. Prosecutor, I cannot toll you any Bore whether, at tho tune, ^ 


when 1 signed my affidavit, I discussed’ these nutters with, the other 
gentlmn, whoa: I could reach, and who also attended thc-s cssion of 
Cooed ttco X. I thinfc it can be found out fron the dates. Z on only 
repeat one thin*, flat I say hero is independent of any conversation 

which ’I *ay havn ha l during that tine. This is ay own recollection. 

I 

Q Now, hr. .Titnoss, you nado an affidavit in which you specifically 
state that nothing was known of the existence of tho concentration coop, 

nnd therefore, nobody, of courso, thrxight of any allocation of conccsitm- . 

* • 

tlon crjqi inmates when the decision was wade in. favor of A us ch wits. 

How, vhen you make an n ffiraativo statement under oath of ttat type, I 
think I may inquiro as to whether y«i .-investigated first to find out 
whether that was truo or not. 

a !>. Prosecutor, 1 wrote in ay affidavit, that I myself, and- 

acconling to ay c«irtain conviction, tho oth ir participants in tho 

sosaicn of Coalttuo K did not know about the uxistoncc of the Auschwitz 

concentration exap. That was ay conviction at tho time and it is still 

ay conviction now and is also my best recollection. 

In your affidavit, Mr. Witness, you don't restrict it that way. 

In the beginning, you say, "Bymy of suaaarizing, I on therefore ablo 

to confirm that in the existence of the Auschwitz concentration c-vp and 

the po " 3ibl3 allocation of concentration coup prisoners as workers for 

‘'ll', building site, did not play tho slightest part whatsoever in the 

lection of the building location, because, 3 s stated above, tho existence 

of tho Auschwitz concentration ca=p ws-s entirely unknown when the decision 
*» made." 

Hcrw, how could you-know that it was entirely unknown unless you 
^uirod whether the other persons knew about it?_ 
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LK. KGFjWJW: Ejection, Judge Crawford, I object to this crguuon- 
tation by the Prosecutor. *t can be soon quite clearly that the witness 
expresses, at the hoginning of-his affidavit, that he, and others, haw 


known about the existence of a concentration coop, and when ono reeds 


right through the affidavit, one can understand it. But when ono takes 
out individual sentences, of the affidivit, it-is quite clear that one 
can argue about then vrithor way. Ihis is a cross-examination and not 
an argument, and I want ny objection to bo noted in the record. 

liH. 4IN5K07P: May I noroly state, for the record, that tho single 


Dost important part of this entire aflidavit, for the purpoeu of tho case 

0 

which is being tried hero, is the one strto.-nt that no one kn«-r about 


the ccnc>.ntration carp, and thon.fore they couldn't consider that as a 


factor in choosing the site. Now, the question to the withnuss is 

diroctcd to that most important statement he has cade, and m wint 

% 

to know whothor all hj want to say was that ho personally did not know 
of the ooncontmtion camp rathor than that nobody know about it. 

DU. HO*vVANt In reply to tho sta tenon to of the Prosecutor, may I 
say briefly that in tho Ocrtwn a ffidavit which I have, tho decisive state- 

• e 

awnt is Tihoro, it says, in German, that the possible allocations, I au 
quoting, "of concentration camp inmates labor on tho construction situ 
did not play any part, in fact. Wh*.n tho decision was rcachod, the 
existence of the concentration camp wue not even known." 

• % # i 

The Prosecutor, when ho usod his argumentation now, loft out- 
nltoguthcr the statement, "it did play any part." If one states 
this without the words contained in tho affidavit, then, in ny opinion 
'r.- argumentation by tho Prosecutor docs not invalidate ay objection. 

•MX* CRAtPTRD: That scorns to be siffJciont now,, so you nay 
proctod. 

& -ThSK'lT: 


' ‘ r » the question I would liko you to answor now is 

C ° Uld ycu X3nt to modify the statement that you have made in your a 

’ ‘ * ’° thc affcct no one know of tho concentration caap, and t 
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it couldn't be considered, to merely say that you personally did hot know 
of the concentration camp? 

A No. The only thing 1 could possibly say is that -the addition 

“as I stated above", on the line before the last of oy af .“itfevit, — 

I believe that's how it reads in the English version — practically 

uxpruescs tnat the s cntcnco on top of the second page, should be repeat** 

cd here. This sentence reads: “I myself, and I an fully convinced the 

other participants in the session of Cccvdttwo K who discussed the 

project of Auschwitz knew nothing about the existence of the concon- 

% 

tration camp Auschwitz at the tine." At the tine, njy intention to dis¬ 


cuss the matters with the other participants in order to state -southing 
which vrns the result of conversations. I wanted to state qy own rocollcc- 
tlons, but I can add, that all of the participants to whom I have talked 
up to nor, aft.j giving you ay affidavit, and perhaps even before, not 
one believed that anything was known then. 

U Kr. Witness, we can be.much more specific, then. Tho defendant 
Anbros was chairman of that mooting? 

/. Yes. 

Q He was prosont throuhout the discussion? 

A As far as 1 know, yea. 

4 * Now, do you-know, Mr. Vitness, that tho Defondant Actoros w-s 
Info rued as early as 11 January 19U1 that Auschwitz was a reservoir 
of Jewish- manpower, a Judon-fleservoir? Did you know that? 


A I didn't know that. 

l; Did jnu know, Mr. Witness, that on 16 January, tho said Dofendant 
»nfcrop knew that right next to Auschwitz was a concentration caa-p for 
the Jews and Polos? 


W kr# * itnoss * I show you NI-117%. Yhat document is a discussion 
attonded by Dofendant Anbros, *ierc ho hiasclf asks for a report on 
-schTutz, and tho r^pert that he reccivrd includes the sentence that 
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a concentration camp be built in the immediate neighborhood of Auschwitz 
for the Jews and the Poles. Did you sea that document before? 

a I cannot say that. I do not reacxabtr it. Tho document, as far 
.-j it can be seen, was not drawn up in Ludwigsl»afcn, but by Schlesion Benzin, 
cn 18 January, before the nesting of Committee I. Then, of course, 
nothing is contained there which shows, that it hod not been read at the 
tine. I even consider it possible that I night hove read it, but I 
don't r.monter that particular sentence, aysolf Dr. Anbros wiis vt<r/ 
g.-ncrous in lotting me read everything, but it is quite prssiblc that 
I for cx?nplc saw a r*jpcrt which oonsists of 6 pages and which contained 
nany technical details. I might have rred through this without noti¬ 
cing this one sonv.-ncc, "a concentration camp for Polus and Jews is being 
built", I might havi rvsd it an 0 not take notice of it or not toke it in 
end I hdght havo forgotten it the next day. and, I ou suro th'iaauo 
applios to i.rbma himself. 

U Mow, Ur. ifitnoss, Just, some preliminary questions before tha nuxt. 
This sane r sport clso wont to Dr. kadi who ins present at the Comaittee 
X mooting too, is that true? 

A As far as I know. Dri Mach was not thoro all tho time. Only 
part of tho tiaw. That is what it says then. 

4 * **nd Dr. Eisfold .was also thorn? 

% 

**o wa.s there. 

‘t So that, withewt going any further, thero were at least Arabros 
Mach end Eisfold who were previously infonwd of tho concentration coup » 
and pcssibly yoursolf before the 30 January me ting, isn't that right? 

*' 1 admit that there might hare bean the possibility that the four 
Pc epic whom you Ju3t named had briefly heard sesaothing about it. 

it ..ad not bem iiprcssed on their minds of those present. * can only 
repeat that I am convinced that nobody, when the sessions of Comittee , 

S t0Qk P^co, knew about it. 
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nark project,- did it over occur to you that you night need some labor 

* / • 

to build that project? 

a Certainly. 

y ill a mattor of fact, t-at that time labor was a rather serious 

question in Go -nary, was it not? • * ^ 

• « . • 

k Xc s. - -V , i 

And in order to build a project of that gigantic magnitude, 
very serious considorctacns would have to be given to whether you could 
obtain the ncctssary labor to build this project with speed, isn't that 
right? You* answer? 

* a Yoa. ' — 

l l wtw n you chose this site, that was a vory inportiuit task 

^ • .• a i — • ^ # 

for this Coradttco, and is it your testimony that the 6 page report 
was tco much of a report to study oach paragraph of it in making 
such on important decision? 

/. I do not wish to say tho'; this report, if It was nt liund, was 
not studied corofully. I morely want to say that-1 ut eonvincod tl«at 
this one sentence referring to the concentration i-anp was tho least 
interesting matt.r, becauso in that connection it docs not play a v-.ry 
important part concerning tho building. 

ti Lot noeput it in another way. ''part from tho concentration camp, 
what ira&'fdlato sraircu of labor would you have for building this twiond- 
ous project in «uschwitz7 

K Th® construction of such a large project anywhero in Of many 
would have caused gr.at difficulties in obtaining workers. But, insofar 
os allocation of workers was concerned, thut is unskilled work-13, I 
knew for certain that during the discussion before tho mo-:ting of the 
Cofujttee and during the meetings the situation in Auschwitz was considered 
more favorable than anywhere else. 

<! Now, still y>u tell the Court why? 

A First cf all, because in that district no such largo industry 
^ . 13?59 * 
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concentration existed. Secondly, boo:use they hoped that the local 
Jews and Poles nhc resided over there would voluntarily work for tlio 
Buna plant. fl»oy only saw difficulties insofar as the expert workers 
and the department*! chiefs ware concerned, and this is contained in 
the record of the session of Camdttct k; thoy realized that they 
had tc laake it look pleasant in order tq attract tho people fron the Jest. 
That is why new housing projects'were built. 

. * V" 

0 How, if I understand your testimony correctly, the big problem 
you who skillod nor-kars, and so far assskillod workers wore concerned, 
you w>r« thinking imparting thus free parts of Oennan/ and other places, 
is that right? * ' - 

k Mot quite. The tern "skilled worker!* as far as I know is too 
applied to those other than the department chiofs who would hove the 
to bo skilled peoplo also, but not all skilled people could be chiofs. 

Q 1 na not being technical with you. The testimony was that 
tho big problem wes not ccaeon labor. That you could always get 
in the neighborhood among tho Jews and Polos, and nut other workers who 
would bo acre skillod m>uld have to be inpurtod and settled in that 
area?' 

/. “s far os I mnonber, the por blow of obtaining oxocutivos depart¬ 
ment head who had core froa tho 1.0. Forbon plants, bold to be wore 
difficult than obtaining common labor. 

Q How, let* 3 sake this one point. -s far as tho so-called ordinary 
workers were concern# d, or cccucn labor, you say you w re going to got 
then fhjn the J'-ws and Poles in Auschwitz. Now, I refer you Mi* . Witness, 
to the sane paragraph which speaks of tho concentration'caap. That 
paragraph in this 18 January report statos that the inhabitants of 
"vachnitz rrnsists of 2,000 Oercnns, l;,000 Jews, and 7,000 Poles." 

‘he airmans arc peasants, and the Jews and Poles — now listen caroful- 
iy — if industry is established here, will be turned out, so that 
the town will then availble for the staff of the factriy." Now, can you 
.xplain just how y<xr counted upon the free Jews and Polos voluntarily 
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for I.G. Auschwitz after they had been turned out? 

h *t sajs her i, in the Guram text — and since this is written » 
in Gei man this wild be the decisive version — that tSwy could be turned 
out. That is a plan which presuaably the Reich authorities had. 

1 can state with certainty that during tne conversations which took place 
in Ludi.’igshafcn after at tho tine, in a ic&all circle that is. Dr. 

Ambros Dr. Edsfold and various other gontlcren whon I don't ronaabor, 
during those discussions at idiich I wo a always present, before or 

after the m- tings, but at any rate absent the tiue .-fter the plant vaa 

• • • 

expressed that there nas no point in turning those people put when 
we can not get '.tqp^mrkcrs anywhoru elsu, why can't wo loavu than there. 
VTc could uso then. 



W 
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Q.- Well, that vould only bo without any sense if you had no alter- 

• I • • • 

native but if, as appoars hero, the Jews and Poles can go in a concen- 

• • 

tration camp and thus renain available, that would onko a little more senso 
ouldn't it?- 

A.- This train of thought T hear for the first time from you. 

Q._ i cm merely reading from a document which admittedly the defendant 

0 \ • 

Ambros had, which Dr. **cch had and Director Bisfcld had and possibly you 
yourself had, and there is one paragraph concerning labor in that document, 
end that paragraph speaks of tho population, ftow, that paragraph is tho 
same paragraph which says that "Jews and Polos will bo turnod out if in¬ 
dustry is established", and also says that "a concentration camp will bo 
ostabliahod for tho Jews and Polos in Auachwit*". I Just 4>n't understand 
vton you spy ruw that you hoar for tho first time of this connoction bpt- 
*iuen tho tw>. Porheps you can explain it. / 

A.- Ur. Prosecutor, you aro asking mo today vftpit was thought at tho 

tlmo in connoction rdth this roport about which I hnvo told you boforo 

# • 

that I don't rotrembor it. Tboroforo, I can only try to reconstruct what I 
presumably would havo thought at tho timo if I hod known if, and I can 

only roach tho conclusion ho re that tho nuclous - tho most important vord - 

• 

is tho word "would be". Those aro plans, and from tho technical point of 

viow only the suggostion would have been sensible: "let us drop thoso 

plans; loavo the Polos in their housos; lot tho Jows lot thorn continuo 

in their artisan trades. -‘hen tho Buna plant is constructed this will only 

help tho 3una plant by usir* thoso peoplo as voluntary workors." 

# 00 

Q.- Hr. witness, in tho K-oecting minutes themselves, that is, Anibroa 

• * 

Documont 312, to *vich you refer in your affidavit, tho last paragraph 

says: "Much more difficult is tho manpower situation. For tho procurement 

of manpower it will bo necessary to contact tho Reich Connds3ionor for tho 

* 

Consolidation of Germanism. Also, substantial funds will bo required for 

* * 

the building of settlements." Now, Mr. witness, con you toll the court who 
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• . » 

is tho Roich Commissioner - or who was-tho Reich C ontai3Sioner for tho Con¬ 
solidation of Gcratnisa? . *• ' y 

0 

A.- During the last months hero I learned that this ms Hinmlor, but 
I would like to s?y horo, this remark, "Reich Conndssioner for the Consoli¬ 
dation of Gornanism" ms included in tho record after Dr. Eisfold roturnod 

» . - • 

from his trip. During tho session of Connittoo K, it was said, "There is 
sane Germanism office to whom one has to turn." Dr. Eisfold brought this 
torn along with him, end as can bo aeon from this document ho ovonihad it 
wrong, bcccuso originally it is not "for tho consolidation", but for tho 

"establishment of Go monism". I can not ^oacobor that at tho time tho namo 

# * 0 

Himmler was montionod, but it is possible. I do not know. At ary rato, *c 

undoratood that in order to obtain pooplo and in order to build houeos, 

^ % 

\ * • 

mo needed this, and this indication that for housing a lot will bo roquired 

dears up your provious question, that tho idea of oxpolling Polos and 

0 • 

• # 

Jows was not montionod during tho session of Committoo K, olso would not 
have had to build sottlomont. 

* N 

Q.- You still need housos for tho Gorman iwrkors, wauldn't you? In 
fact, all tho roporta speak of that. You could use tho housos of tho Polos 

• 0 

ard tfto Jows if thoy woro thrown out, and that would not bo enough oithor, 

• 

■•nd so of course you will have resettlement, for tho skiUod workors whom 
you are going to bring from tho other parts of Germany to Auschwitz. But 
I don't want to got into a separate subject. I just want to ask ono final 

0 • 

question, lir. Commissioner, and that is that at this mooting *diich you at- 

0 

tended with men of the importance of defendant tor Moor, and dofondant 

• 0 * 

Arabros, thoy refer to a Roich Coccdssioner in January of 1941, and woro 

0 * 

completely unawara that that Roich Cooaissionor was tho Roich Fuehrer SS, 
Ki nde r, hinself. Is that your testimony? 

A.- Ho. Hr. Prosocutor, I can only repeat that according to ray best 
conviction - cy most sincere conviction - during the .sessions of Ccnndtteo 
* the term "Reich Cosmssioner for the Consolidation of Germanism" was 
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not mentioned, but it res merely mentioned as Tlherc is »mc‘ Germanism 
office to wton ono has to turn if one wants to get people there". The 
sentence "Reich Commissioner for the Consolidation of Germanism" which I 
took into the record of Cccnittee X ooanates from Professor Eisfeld, who 
brought it along from his trip. That is ay best recoiloction. 

Q.- Thank you vojy ouch. No further questions, witness. 

JUDGE CRAWFCRD: Tho Commission will be in roccss for a fow minutos. 

• (Hero followed a roccss.) 


1J2Qi 





3 May-M-FL-$-l-Bratzel (fnt. Troidell) 
* 
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TOE MARSHAL: Tho caaaission is again in session. * 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

by at. hoffmann: 

# ♦ . » ? * 

. lit. Cocudssioncr, I just have a fow questions. 

' ’ * i » 

Q.- Witnoss, wore you over a menber of tho Nazi Party? 

Ai- Ho. 

Q.- Woro you evor a nenbon of any National Socialist organizatioh? 
A.- Yos. 

Q.- Which ono? • 

• • 

A.- For ono and a half yoars I was in tho SA, as a studont, and whon 
I cano to Ludwigs ha von I ronainod there for a fow noro months and thon I 
loft it. ' 

Q.- Itoro you over a raccbor of tho SS? 

A.- No. 

f * # • 

MR. KIHSKOFF: Hew, this is redirect examination, as I understand, 

# 

and I don't roe all going into any quostion of his affiliations, so this 
is on ontiroly now subject isattor being operiod up, 

DR. HOFFMANN: May I answer tho Prosecutor that I do not boliovo that 
I an starting a now subjoct natter horuty, because I nood thoso questions 
in order to explain tho answer of the witness which was not understood 
by tho Prosocutor. *fhy tho agency of the so-called Volkskomissar for tho 
Strengthening of Genmnisn was unknown to hin. 

JK. L'lNSKOFF: No objection. 
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Q.- Witness, did you ever concern yoursolf with ranks and other oat- 

•• • « 0 • 

tors In the SS? • 

A.- No. 

Q.- Dec3 tho expression Volkskooaissar for the Strengthening of — 
or Roichskomissar for tho Strengthening of Gennnniso contained arywhoro — 

• • * i . # 

or, is in this expression to bo found any reference to tho SS, according 
to Gorman usage? ' - 

A.- I found no such indication, and tho expression as such made no 
doop impression on no. In tho fine! cnalysis, I rat chemist. 

9 ' # 

Q.- Around Anbros was there any person, os far as you know, who had 
such connections with tho Bari Party that such a person could havo infornv- 
od you or Anbros about that? 

9 

A.- This question is difficult for mo to answer. Cortainly, among 
tho pooplo t*io worked with Dr. Aebros thoro wore also Party members, but 
whothor they woro ospocially octivo, I don't know.- 

Q.- What about tho circle about Aebros? What was its ottitudo toward . 
tho Party? 

A.- Vary indifforant to tho Party. Tho circle around Dr.Ambros con¬ 
sisted of chemists and onginoers and in ovory problem thich was treated 
by and with Dr. Anbros tho chemical'and technical viewpoints woro much 
*»ro important than ovorything also, ospocially tho party. 

DR. rtOPFMANN: Thank you. No further questions. 


DR. RQSPATT: Rospatt for Professor Krauch. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION - Continuod 
• ^ 

DR. TOLfGAfC ALT 

31 DR. ROSPATT: 

9 

Q.- Witnoss, in tho direct and cross Germination you conreontod on tho 

9 

statement of Df*. Aabros, according to rtiich the latter said to you one 

* • 9 

day, "Wall, there is such a crazy guy, ■ and ho got tho idea that tho Buna 
V! °rk in Auschwitz should be constructed by concentration camp inmates. Now 
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I ask you, did you have the impression that Dr. Aabros noant Professor 
Krauch by this "crazy suy"? - 

I understood the remark of Dr. Aabros at that time to moan, and 

I still understand it this my, that Dr. Aabros referred to somoono with 

• • ^ * % 

this iaprossion whoso name I did ipt know. Otherwiso in this case ho would 
havo said, "Woll, Profossor Krauch had that idoa," — or Dr, Muollor,or 
domobody also had tho idoa. The gcnorol phraseology was an indioation for 
me that somebody mist havo expressed this idea and at that time Dr. Arebros 
did not yot know who that was. 

DR. ROSPATT: No further quostions. 

RECROSS EXAMINATION 
DR. TOIfGAfC ALT 

^ * N J* • ^ 

BY HR. MINSKDFF: 

a# # # 

9 .- Ur. '/itnoss, Just on tho question of tho Roichskomaissar, I'd 

• * ' *v ‘ ' 

liko to ask you this question: Havo you ovor soon tho Docunont NI-11782, 

which is tho — dlrootcd to do fondant Angros and datod 13 February '41, 

• 

nhoroin it is stated that tho — On pego 61 of tho Goman. It is stated 

that "tho eviction of tho Polos and tho Jews is going to causo a groat 

shortago of workers from tho Spring of '42 on. It is thoreforo nocossary 

to open negotiation with tho Roich lord or SS as soon as possible. Tho 

quostion, Ur. witnoss, ms: Did you soo this document boforo? 

0 * % 

A.- This docunont, which roprosents tho report of Dr. Eisfold about 
tho inspection trip. I oust havo soon this report. 1 would assume so. 

t • 

Q.- Yos, now Hr. witnoss — Now, Mrl witnoss, when he srys Roich 

Trader SS, did you know that ho meant Hionicr A that timo? 

. . • # I 

A.- *os, of COUT3C, but I did not know that he rrcant tho Rcichskonrds- 
aar for the Strengthening of Germanism by that — unloss there is scrao spe- 
cial reference to that ho re, which I don't bolievo tlioro is. 

Q.- And tho mere fact that in both cases, in a short interval — in 
'• short interval — they referred to seeking help free the Reich Leader SS 






3 L'iy-M-FI^-S-Hasdopff (Int. Lea) 
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I 

and from the P.eichskomisear for culture, or whatever is — Safestigung — 

* *o 

it never occurcd to you that those were both one and the sane man? 

A.- I'd trying to remember tho reading of this roport, but to tho 

• * 1 I 4 J 

best of sy conscience I teust "say that .1 remember nothing of a connection 

botwoon these two concepts. There were so najy Reichskosrissars that it 

might havo been Hiudcr as well as anyone also. 

. 0 * 

Q.- Now, Mr. witness, rficn tho K-®ooting was Intor writton about, 

* • 0 

you mention about tho 18th of February, this was tho a,-no main, Eisfold? 
This is tho sane roport, is it not, on tho Auschwitz sito, as referred to 
— what was — ttfiich was referred to by you os tho writo-tkp of tho K-mcot- 
lng? 

0 

A.- Mr. Prosecutor, I think I havo to explain this furthor. Tho Com¬ 
mission K roport was aont out on tho 18th of February. It was drafted 
during tho days aftor tho 30th of January on tho basis of ny unnuscript. 
‘hen Dr. Eisfold returned — I estimate that this must havo boon around 

0 • 0 

tho 6th or 7th of Tobruary — I, first of all, showed him ny draft and 

9 

then ho told mo about his impressions there. To my recollection, ho told 
mo thon for tho first time about the concentration ccap and at that oc- 
casion that is, quite a bit. before tho 18th of February j,right aftor 
his return — ho also told me about this concept of tho Roichakonmissar 

for tho Strengthening of Gcraanisa and how this concent fit 'nto ny toxt 

• • 

and, as far os I rcuembor, I didn't bother ary more about it. 

9 0 • • 

Q.- But obviously, Mr. flitnoss, Dr. Eisfold wasn't one bit confused 
by the concept Roichs Cocoissionor for tho Consolidation of Germanism bo- - 
causo when ho writes his report, ho says Roichs Fuehrer SS. Ho know exact¬ 
ly what tho titlo meant. * 

mm * 

A.- Hr. Prosecutor, what Dr. Eisfeld thought at tho tino, I do not 

faxnr. In connection with tho question as to Mother thB Rcichskocmissar 

• 0 

for tho Strengthening of Gcroanisn was Hirmlor, tho Roichs Fuehrer SS, 

0 * 

or not, I don't think I ever talked to him about that. I merely wantod to 
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know what I hr.d to put into cy transcript, in place of tho vague concopt 
11 soeo. ethnic agency." 

Q.- Now, l*r. '-fitness, I want to refer you one adnuto to tho question 
of this telephone conccrsation that dofondant Arbros had and which you Just 
happened to,walk in on. That was toward the end of tho tenth of Fobruaiy 
«U, isn't that right? 

A.- I didn't quite get the last part. TThon was it supposed to havo 

been? 

0 0 

Q.- I'm asking you, when did this conversation, this tolophono con¬ 
versation that dofondant Anbros was supposed to have’had — and you walkod 
in Juat as ho hung up — what was tho approxiuato dr.to of that tolophono 
conversation? 


A.- fir. Prosocutor, I'vo already tried froo tho beginning to fix this 
dato as cloarly os I can possible rcccnbor. Dr. Anbros roturnod from his 
loavo during tho latter part of February and a littlo bit later — not 
innodintoly lator; Jaot a few days later — I can only say porhaps within 

• t 

tho first 10 days of llarch, this thing took placo, I can't fix it any raoro 


exactly. 

131. inNSKOFF: Tliank you. No furthor questions. 

THE C019OSSI0H31: If thoro aro no furthor questions, tho wit nos s may 
bo oxcuscd. 

(Tho witness was, excused.) 

IR. KlfBKOFF: I tako it there aiw no further witnesses this nowwxng, 
aro there? 

THE COIMSSlOtTO: I was thinking thero wore. I'm not sure; I thought 
thoro was ono more witness. 

MR. MIFSKOFF: Thoro was another witness scheduled, also an Anbros 

0 

affiant, but whon ho was hero tho last tine ho asked pomission whothor 
ho could go back hcec and that pc mission was granted and apparently thoy 
aren't sure that ho wrs coming — that be would be ready to havo him again 
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I t 

today because of the so-called projected Swiss trip — tho Swiss hearing - 
and therefore ho went back hone. Ho could be horo Wednesday though. 

THE COMMISSION®: There is anothor ono on tho list hoiv. It is 
V-l-i-b-B-te-c. 

Ur. MIN3K0PF: That's tho ore I'm referring to. Is it a Ur. Silcher 

✓ 

you aro fading there Ur. Cocnissloner — Silcher? 

TOE COJCCISSIOhER: Yos, but ho is ma.rkod off. 

1®. HXNSXDFF: Ho is maricod off, but tho ono you are reforring to is 
tho other one. . . 

TOE COMNISSIOfER: V-l-i-t-r-k-a. 

UR. HINSKDFP: Ho is tho one *o ms told to go homo and that wo might 

^ • • 

\mnt to c»no back Tfednesday. No, ho is tho othor ono. Ho is tho ono you 
told to go hono. 

• . • 

THE COUUISSIOHHt: Ho will roc css till 1:30 then. 

• * w 

(A rccoss was tnkon until 1390 hours.) 
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Under directives of United States kilitary Tribunal No. 6, 
test loony of witnosses listed below ns required to be taken boforo 
the undersigned Cosclssloner. Pursuant thereto the said Connissionor 
has conduoted hearings at whioh the. following witnesses have i\illy 
testifieds 


Data 


Son* of Witness 

Offioiul Transcript 

8 April 191*8 


Halter hurlloont 

10S75-10907 

9 April 1918 


Kurt Krueger 

11128-11163 

12 April 191 j8 


Korl Weber 

11165-11175 

12 April 191*8 


Paula aster 

11177-11199 

13 April 1918 


Erast St r us a 

11293-11338 

lL April 1918 

A 

Christian Zahn 

1UM-11190 

15 April 1918 


1 ■ 

11587-11612 

16 April 1918 


Bernhard Sohooner 

11706-11723 

19 April 1918 


Adalbert,Feindal 

11827-1181*1 

20 April 1918 


Josef Grobol 

1181*2-11860 

20 April 1918 


Gustav Pistor 

11861-11878 

21 April 1918 


Boll do Haas 

12098-12128 

21 April 191 j8 


Heinrich Schuh 

12129-1211*0 

23 April 1918 

A 

Heinrich Sohlndler 

12337-12370 

28 April 19ijB 


■ ■ 

12707-12777 

26 April 191*8 


Halter Kllcuth 

121*61-121)90 

26 April 1918 


Hans Seuor 

12500-12512 

27 April 1918 


Wlibels IXiollborg 

1259^-12621 

29 April 1918 


Theo Goldechrldt 

12871-12909 

29 April 1918 

A 

-nton AOlthlngor 

12910-12953 

30 April 1918 


■ ■ 

13075-13092 

29 April 1918 

A 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

1295l*-12960 

30 April 1918 


■ ■ ■ 

13065-13075 

30 April 1918, 


Rudolf Scheldt 

13093-13133 

5 hoy 1918 

k 

* * 

~ • 

13620-13629 

6 hay 1918 

3 hoy 1918 . 


■ a 

Wolfgang Alt 

13651-13719 

1321*6.13269 

, 3 hay 1918 


Carl Gadow 

13271-13291 

3 hay 1918 

k 

Kurt Hartmnn 

13292-13316 

1* hay 1918 


■ ■ 

131*12-131*50 

li hay 1918 


Prlts Dion 

131*50-131*60 

1* hay 1918 


Kurt Els fold 

131*61-131*79 

1* Uay 1918 


/.doIf Taub 

13180-13189 

5 hay 1918 


Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 

13566-13619 

6 uxy 1918 

k 

Wo roar Solicits 

13720-15735 

7 hay 1918 


■ n 

13861-13891 

10 hay 1918 


Uax Hinkler 

11*173-11*181 

10 hay 191*8 


Frits Hlrsoh 

11*195-11*209 

10 hay 1918 


Ernst Krasohwskl 

11 *210-11*220 

10 hay 191*8 

k 

Frans Fuorstonbcrg 

11*221-11*21*5 

11 kay 1918 


■ ■ 

11*377-11*381* 

11*387-11*1*21* 

11*1*25-11*1*39 

11 Uay 1918 


Holns Savoloborg 

11 hay 1918 


Karl Aunscheldt 

11 hay 1918 

10 hoy 1918 


KuInhold 

Frlodrich So Ichor 

11*1*1*0-11*1*55 

11*182-11491* 


During the said procoedings the following exhibits have 
boon offered in ovidoncet 
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xhlb It 


0fficial_Tran5cript 


ps 2353 c 
- s L79 

11.C36 

- U03l 

15070 

11*36 

11232 

15062 

15063 
11*57 


10899 

10901 

11115 

11182 

11183 

11302 

11312 

11327 

11330 

U168 

11173 

11173 

11185 

11176 

11182 

11831 

11818 

12615 

12616 
12706 
12733 

12878 

12915 

12921 

12923 

12927 

12933 

12912 

13106 

13111 

13126 

13620 

13286 

13728 

13730 

11382 

11392 


11251 

11252 
11011 
11039 
13081 
10532 
10528 
10907 
13525 

15021 

5763 

15115 

15116 
8617 
15132 

1511j 

11098 

1353U 

15215 

15260 

15173 


I, th# undorslgnod Co=nlaalonor, do heroby oortlfy that tho 
oforoBold offlolol tranaoript pages oot^rioo n full, truo nnd oorroot 
roport of auoh proooodlngs, to«tloony ond ©vidonoo hoard and rooordod 
thoroln boforo 00. 


Dated at hurnborg, Oerrnny, kay 28, 1918 


-JO&SOS T.’cfc^FORB 

Cc^slsslonor of Tribunal No. 6 








3 May 1948-A-MSD-13-1-Daniels (Juellch) 

COMMISSION Case VI 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

• . 

(The hearing reconvened at 1330 hours.) 

THE MARSHAL: The Commission is again In session 
TR. 3ACHEM (Counsel for tho defendant Ilgner): I call 
tho witness Cprl Gottfried Godow as the next witness, 

CARL GOTTFRIED GADOW, a witness, took the strnd and 
ts8tlfiod as follows; 

DR. BACHEHj *he witness Is at the dlsoos.al of tho 
Coraral88lonor to have his oath taken, 

THE COJfUSSTONER: You will raise your right hand and 
repeat after me; 

I swear by God, tho Ainighty and Omniscient, that I will 
speak the pure truth and will omit and add nothing. 

(Tho witness repeated the oath) 

You may oe seated. 

You may proceed. 

DIRECT EXAM.TNAT’ON 


BY DR. BACHEH 


4 Mr, Gadow, would you please state -your full name 
»nd your address for the record? 

A Carl Gottfried Gadow, Wiesbaden. 


4 And what street? 

A KapellenstraB8C, 67, 

4 When were you oorn, Hr. G"dow? 

A On 12 September 1888. 

DR. TACHEH; Tno Witness Gadow has deposed for defense 

• • 

two affidavits for tho defendant Ilgner, which aro contained 
In document Book Ilgner document No. 60, 

Ilgner Exhibit 63, and/dwjBeni No, .*7^*\lgner Exhibit 81. 


4 Mr. Gadow, do y 
A Yes. 


ve those/ty 


idavits before you? 


4 Do you wish to 


ing in those affid. 


I have no further questions 
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BY MRS. KAUFMAN: 

* Gadov, will you briefly state your position with 
I.O. Farben, that is, the position you had from the time 
of your employment with I.G. Farben until the collapse of 
the German Government in 1945? 

A In the year 1904— 

ft Mr. Gadow, let's start ,with 1926. I think that would 
be good enough. 

A In 1926, a resolution of I.G. Fnroen, the then represen¬ 
tation in c hlna of Kallo and Co. Ltd., in °hanghal, was 
included in the general representation in China of the 
Deutsche Farbon-Handolsgosellschaft, called “Defag". I 
Joined as one of the managers, and remained In that position 
in that firm. In 1939, whon the thon Senior partner 
and Director /eoor was retired, I became his successor, 
until 1946. At the ond of 1946 I was repatriated. 

ft I missed part of the translation, Mr. Gadow., so you 
will forgive mo If I repoat myself. 

A Please. 

ft You wore a Vertrauonemann for all of I.Q. prior to 
1937, all of I.G. in China? 

A Apart from my task pb manager of Dofag, as part of be¬ 
ing one of the Zcfl Vortrauens people, when thl6 wes 
changed and we became Zefl Ver'olndungsraaenner, at first I 
became a deputy Zefl Vorblndungsraann, and later I was 
appointed a proper Zefl Verolndungsmann. 

ft You became a deputy Vor'olndungsraann In 1937, is that 
correct? 

A I was deouty Verolndungsmann as long as Director 
Ve'oer was still the actual Verolndungsmann, out at that tlj. 
he was on loave In Germany most of the time. 

ft -/here was the hoed office of Defag located? Coul- : 
have the street and city, please? 
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A In Shanghai. 

•4 And the address? 

A No. 2616 Setchurln ^ad. 

"here in V/ hina did Defag have other branch of floes? 

A May I Just list the most important ones? Or else It 
would take two hours. 

4 Please do. 

A Starting in the South, Hong Kong, Canton, Fooohow, Amoy, 
Kunming, Shanghai, the Central Office, and from thero up 
to the Yangtze River, Wuhu, Wuslen, Nanking, Hnngkow, 

Chun Klang, Chenzu, Peking, and Tslngho. 

I think those are the most Important onre. 

<4 Now, in Shanghai, the branch office of Shanghai, whloh 
was located in Sotchurln Road, was that the only — 

A Sotchurln Road, yea. 

*4 Setchurln *oad. Did any other offices bosldee Defag 
occupy that building? 

A Yes, we had the German Nitrogen Association and the 
Agfa-China Corapnay in the samo building. Apart from that, 
we had the sales combine as an suo-organlzation of the 
Defeg for tho sale of chemicals. To oo quite brief, and so 
that you will better understand me, as prrt of the Dofag 
all sales Spnrten ware combined except tho Vartn. Do 
you understand that? 
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* 

3 Yes, I understand that. Just one fu ther question: 
was that along those lines? fas that all the Farben 
enterprises that occupied that building, or were there 
other hon-Faroen enterprises? 

A There was a bank downstairs. We had rented it from 
a bank. The whole building was rented from the South Sea 
Sink. 

<* Now you state in your affidavit, Ilgner's Exhibit 81, 
document 75, Book IV, Page 109, that the annual saloe volume 
in China of dye stuffs fluctuated between 25 and 40 million 
Reichsmarks. Now that is an anormous fluctuation. 

Can you break down this fluctuation roughly in terms of 
years? 

A It was such a long tine ago, but I oan tell you when 
wo had the biggest sale, that was In 1928. We had 
about 40 million then. 

(1 And tho 25 million covered what period? 

A If you want to go to the lowest stand, then I must 
say that after 1940 wo had very much less. Sales in 
1944, for e~nraplo, might have been about el^ht to 
ten. I have no documents about that. At tho time we did 
not *et any Imports and we only could draw from the stocks 
we had. 

i "hat wre the sale lr. 1943? 

A I cannot say for certain, Dut I would say perhaps 12, 
13, 14 millions — out I am not certain. 

4 A n d would you recall 1942? These are rough figures; 
we all understand that. 

A Say, we had another two million — perhpps another two 
million. 

4 So that you g't between 15 to 16 million. Is that 
what you'd want for 1942? 

A. Perhaps this Is even too nuch. 
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* Well, what would you set the figure at? 

A I am afraid I can't eay. I am Just guessing. 

4 Well, are these approximate figures? 

A *as, they are all approximates. 

How large a stock on hand did you maintain in China durv. 
lng the course of a year? Suppose you giva mo your stocks 
on hand for the year, say, 1937. 

A In 1937, botween 20 and 25 millions. 

^ Is that avorago stock on hand that you maintained? 

A *es. But I wish to say that we did not evaluate 
our stocks according to the value out only according to 
the quantity, because we had a store to which we sent goodo and 
we had to mako up our stores according to types, so that we 
estimated our stores nocordlng to the kilograms, and the 
actual value did not matter muoh to ue. Thos statistics 
woro made in Frankfurt. We, as salesmen, hardly care about 
It. In the fixing of prices. It also varied. Therefore, 
the figures which I named are rather approximate. 

I Just want to understand that correctly. Those flguros 
of 20 to 25 million was for what yopr? 

A You nekod me about 1937. 

4 When was the last time you vero aolo to receive 
sufficient quantities of stocks from Oeroany? 

A When the road via Siberia was oponed we tried every¬ 
thing possible to get as much stocks as possible to Chinn. 

Wo only succeeded in part because Frankfurt was not proparod 
to let us have the amounts we wanted. Whether thl6 was done 
for reasons of production or not, we could not Judge out 
there; at any rate, a groat amount of stooks we received 
at the end of the Folieh campaign when the bridges wero 
again repalrod, until the 21 of °anuary 1941, t*hen the wpj* 
with Russia started. Until that time we got a great amount 
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of goods via Siberia. Later on, attempts were made to 
get stocks through with blockade runners, but that was 
so little that It was hardly worth mentioning for our 
stocks. 

Q, So that since after the outbreak of host Hites 
against Russia took place, the amount of stocks you got 

9 

from Germany was negligible, .la that correct? 

A Yes, they were unimportant. 

* Now when did Dofag receive ordors from the Relchsbank 
to exchange proceeds from its sales Into foreign currenoy 
and establish I.Q. accounts in the United States, Switzerland 
or Sweden? 

A It was like this; these instructions were translated • 
concrote action only after 1932 when the foreign currenoy 
laws wore introduced in Germany. All profits in China, as 
the Relchsoank said at the time, were kept in a state of 
status nascontl. They were held oy the Rclchsoank; that Is, 
they belonged to them in their original currency. In 
Shanghai, we had yuans; military yuan — Tientsin yuan and 
Peking yaun and Kuomlntang yuan. Those were the various 
currencies. The various local China currencies all had 
• various values compared to the United States dollar, which 
was our standard. Thsrefore, the Relchsbank reserved the 
right, because they thought they could Judge it, as to how 
we should manage, but it was really left up to us and wo 
took most of the amounts to °hanghal and changed them Into the 
three currencies that I named. 

4 Until how long did you keep up this procedure? 

A 'fe did so until 1944. The mam evaluation of profits 
was made by changing into those three currencies I raentiont ‘ 
and to a large extent through link business with German fl. 
that is, a German firm, who say through neutrals bought so: 

• . 13276 

• l • # 


3 Kay 1948-A-HSD-14—4-G?ylord (Juelich) 

Court VI, Case VI COMMISSION 

goods In the United States, had to buy U.S. dollars, and 
we gave them our Icq&i currency in Shanghai and they gave us 
mprks In Germany t on It. Those are the so-called" 
link transactions." I'hat was until the end of 1944. 

04 You say through that you deposited the'so to accounts 
In the United States, Sweden and Seltzerland. fhat did you 
mean by that? 

A ,4 lth the banks; the Basle Bank Association, otc. They 
were transferred by our bank connections in Shanghai to 
the banks concerned who again transferred them to the accounts 
of the I.O. Farben. Those w ire constant phr »808 which were 
entered in the accounts: "Please pay to the account of I.G. 
Farben, for account of Oafos" so and so much. 

< So that as late as 1944 you ware having accounts 
deposited to Frrben'e account in the United Statos. 

A Ko. The banks had accounts. It was transferred via ' 
them. How tho bank worked that out again In Shanghai, we did 
not care about. We gave an order to the bank In Shanghai 
and through their connections, either in Hew York or In 
London and ,ioetly in Switzerland, it was deposited in Swiss 
accounts or In kroners in Sweden. 

4 Just to make things a little clearer for me, would you 
go through a single transaction from the time you got your 
proceeds until it was deposited and finally consumed? 

Would y.u please descrlbo that to me step by step? 

A In a hanghal, we gave an order to the bank for somo 
opnk to transfer to the account of the Basreler Bankvereln, 
I.G. Farben, such and 6uch an amount. 

Q This oAnk was where? 

A Mostly In Zurich or in Basle. 

« How did you work It with respect to a United States 
transaction? 
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A They had to secure United States dollars for themselves 
somehow. *he bank had to secure United States dollars, you 
see? 

^ *hat is not exactly what your afflda-lt states. Your 
affidavit states that you purchased United States dollars and 
deposited them to your account In the United States. 

A Well, anyone who has to do with such things knows 
how it's done. I don't know Just where that passage Is. 

% You have your affidavit, Document No. 75 before you? 

A *es. 

4 Now : you will turn to the last page of that affidavit, 
the one which contains your signature. Now about the middle 
of the lrst paragraph on that page you will see: "The 
Dafag had orders from the Kelchsoank to exchange the 
proceeds from sales into foreign currency and establish 
I.O. accounto in the United States, Switzerland or Sweden." 
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A ifcoro ip that? That is rigit. It is not correct to say up 
to 1944 to the accounts of I.G. Farben in the United Spates of America. 
That only applied until the outbreak of the war in 1941, because aftor 
tho ter we could not supply the accounts in the United Statos after 
8 December 1941. That was impossible. 

Q Is tho language in this affidavit your own? 

A lea, of cource. I was trying to say to tho account of I.G, 
F&rben in Unitod Statos dollars, Arias francs, or Swodish kronors. That 
was whet was meant. 

. Q Wict did you do until 1941? 

A Until 1941 wo used tho National City Bank a groat donl, end 
transferred tho amounts via tho National City Bank in Sianghai to tho 

0 

Stotos, and from thoro it was again disposed of by I.G. Farbon. 

Q Now toll bo, how did yew acquiro Unitod Statos dollars aftor 

1941? 

A In tho market; in Shanghai thoro was a froo maikot on foreign, 
curroncy. 

Q Uc* ouch of your proceeds did you convert into United States 
dollars aftor 1941? 

A Thet dopended on what was offorod. Tho grontost was tho United 
Statos dollar which was always offered for most, and sonotimos it was 

a • 

choepor, and somotimos it was more advantageous, depending on what was 
offorod. If one had tho choice, that which seemed most suitablo wo bought 
Wo wore in business, aftor all. 

Q Can you toll mo just how ouch United States dollars you bought 

in 1941? 

A No. 

Q Or any period after tho outbreak of hostilities with tho United 

States? 

A No. 

Q Can you give mo a very rough estimate about how much Unitod 
States dollars you bougit? 
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or let's put it as Dofag — were doposited to tho Roiehsbank 


A That is possible. t is possible that Zofi, — that is an 
agency of I.G. Farben in B 0 rlin whictf handles all the cjonios of I.G.Farbon 
— it is possible that a certain amount had been transferred to tho Goonan 
Agiatic Bark in Berlin. B ut as part of the general evaluation of tho 
procoods, this did not play a part, so 1 did not ovon mention it horo. 

Q Aje yew sure that it was in 1944 *ion yewr practice changed? 

A How did you ooan that? 

Q Hell, until 1S44 you converted your procoods into foroign 
cxchango and then you sot tho dato after 1%U. How are you suro that 
it's 1944 when you changed that practico? 

A I already said it is quite possible that olroady bo for o that 
wo paid cortain amounts to Roiehsbank accounts, but this was not so 


decisivo bocauso thoso amounts which woro then paid wore relatively nnr.ll, 
and sinco they woro paid in local currency, I novor got thorn bocaino 
no financial transactions — that is no pxirchaso of foroign currency — 

was connoctcd with this. This was merely a result of an order by tologrnn 

• • • 

from I.G. F a rb<n. It was transferred to tho account. It is possiblo 


that this happened bofore. 

Q C 0 n you fix the dato when ycur general practico changed? 


tho ownors of gold currency which people in Switzerland and Sweden bed 
wanted to get rid of this, and woro prepared to teke the local currency 

for this, because apart free that the possibility of dipping was ouch 

• * 

less possiblo, and wo had groat difficulties in selling and also in 

utilizing our proceeds. I know that that was at the end of 1944. 

13280 



3 Maj^A-IL-15-3-Gaylcrd (Znt, Juelich) 
Court VI Case VI COMISSION 


Q Mr f G a dow i is ycuf testimony that Defag or any other I.G. 
Farben agency in China did not provide the Geman agencies in China 
with foreign exchange necessary to carry on their activities? 

A The part of Dcfag for which 1 can testify at no time transferred 
money to the authorities. We only knew tho Goman Asiatic Bemk in our 
relations to the Reichabank. 

4 A 

Q Vfeuld jou say that was true at no tiao? 

A As far as I remaaber, no. 

• _ 

Q Now, isn't it true that you personally, with tho approval of 
Farben'a PrankfUrt Office, carried on negetiations with government 
agancios in China and arranged to provido them with f\irds ncoded to carxy 
on their activities in China? 

• # 

A Not on ordor fraa Frankfurt, but on order from Berlin, 

% 

negotiations wore rondictcd for monies which tho Rcdchsbank put at tho 
disposal for measures which woro intoded for the Gonaon Bnbassy in ordor 
to supply tho rolXtgoos fraa tho Dutch Indios, from tho community at tho 
time, for wo oxpactcd air attacks and thty wanted to establish kit chons, 

otc. Tho Gavommont npproachod I.G. Farben with tho requost to soo to 

• * 

it that our sales woro speeded up — that is, that thoy wore incroascd, 
so that aiffidont monies would bo on hand for this. The so funds which 
wo rccoivcd from thoso transactions woro paid exclusively to Rtdchsbcnk 
eccounts in Shanghai. Tho distribution and uso of thoso furris wo did 
not know about. 

Q When did this negotiation toko ploco? 

A That was all at tho awl of 1S44, the beginning of 1945* »*on 
tho first air raids started on Shanghai, and the monies were used for 
tho refugees — we had at least 2,COO refugees from the Dutch Indies — 
German wonen and children who had to be supported thcro. 

Q Now isn't it true that in tho course of those negotiations, 

you arranged to provide funis free your Shanghai office to the German 

• • • • 

agencies in Shanghai, Nanking, Centcc, and through your brarch office i 
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• 

Tientsin ~ J ja gyro I am not pronouncing it right. You provided 
funis tor fhe **?nnan agencies in Peking, Tientsin and Tsingtau, isn't 
that true? 

A Our bronchos at the place you raned wore transferred. The 
amounts which had been fixed fer the G«man Snbassy, I assure in agreement 
vdth the Rdchsbcnk in Berlin, had to lie paid through our branches to tho 
account of tho Goman Asiatic Bank at tho locations you mentioned. That 
is quito rigit in Canton, in Nanking — no, not in Nanking, that didn't 
exist — in Shanghai, in T iontsin, in Peking and in Tsingtau. 

Q Now isn't it truo that you personally made similar arrengemonta 
after tho collapso of Germany to continue such payments to tho govommeot 
agendo a functioning in China as well? 

A T ho mounts which woro paid out woro fixed, ard of courso 
they woro carried out in tho same way as had boon approved by tho 
Rdchsba.nk. Tho control about tho so matters in do tail, in September, 
October and Novoxbor 19A5, »ns carried out by a roprosontntivo of tho 
Str.to Department, a Ur. Bohn in Shanghai. T7 0 had long ncp>tiations about 
this, and M r , Bohn assurod do thet tho siattor was porfoctly all ritfit. 

Q Tho aiuotion I put to you wns whothor or not you had ondo suoh 
negotiations aftor tho collapse of Go nanny. Your rnswor I tako it is 
thet you had, is that correct? 

A T hoy oxistod. Thero woro thcro alrocdy. Ihoy only had to bo 
carried out, 

Q V/oron't tho so agreements for threo month periods, and didn't 
you subsoquontly renew thoso agreements aftor the cessation of hostilities? 

0 

A No, only on thoso amounts that li2d boon fixed right at tho 

start. 

Q You did continue payments aftor tho cessation of hostilities? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, i3n't it true that X.Q. Farben's connections in China 

& 

wero considered of outstanding importance by Gerrr.n authorities? 

• • 

A I.G. FUrfaen, owing to their system of many branches, were a> 
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importer*^ tho same as £ho Standard Oil Company is important for tho 
Aaorlc.anaj cxifi for the British f the British American Tobacco Go. Then 
of coursa the Goracn authorities considered Dofng tho largest dun, and 
had connections with thee accordingly. 
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Q. Isnit it true that officials of tho ilazi Govommont and repre¬ 
sentatives of the foreign organisation of the liazi Party travelling to 
Cluna woro given assistance of Farbon agencies in China in carrying out 
thoir tasks? 

A. I do not know of a single case like that. I assunw that you 
are thinking of tho A,0., tho foreign organization thcro, that they 
received support froo us, tho Defag. ' • , ’ 

. Q* question to you was, were visiting reprosontativos of tho ilazi 
government and of tho foreign organization of tho liazi party coming to 
China givon introductions to important people and ossistod in other ways 
to carry out thoir tasks? 

A. I cannot rcooubor that ary such ease over occurred. 

Q. Ucron't you ever askod to support tho Ilazi Party's activities 
in China? 

A. i7o iiad never boon askod to do that and cur ontiro attitude ns 
businossman in China was to rosist, as much as possible, without stopping 
our gonorol operation and to bring in Nazi activists in our placo duo to 
our own stupidity, 

Q. Mow, os a natter of fact, isn't it true that on Ilgnor's trip 
to tho far East in tho lattor port of 1934 or tho boginning of 1935 ho 
requested you to coopcrato with tho local reprosontativos of tho foroign 
organization of tho 11SDAPT 

A. I bolicvo Hr. Ilgncr told tho Ortsgrupponloitor or tho Land- 
esgrupponlcitcr at tho request of the th«n aonegor Gcschacftsfuohror, 
tho Ambassador hod boon dismissed, uhoroupon ‘tijjnsr Bade a visit. I 
believe it was Fischer. A regulation had boon i3rniod that tho Party 
members were immediately under thorn, and during evoxy rccoption, tho 
Consul General had to be invited, or the Ambassador, and t!ie Party member 
was also invited. In order to continue in this custom, Ilgnor invited 
this man, the man agi n g men of Do fag. 

Q.. The nanagLig man of Dafag? what ma n aging -aan ara you talking 
about? 
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A. The first nan of the Fto-ty. Uay I add something to this? 

Q. Please do. 

A. Dr. IXyicr, at the tire, nado contact with a gentlemen who was 
the first financial nan. Sir Victor Sassoon, who was an important nan 
in China, porhapa you rerxaber him froa India. !ks node groat difficulties 
for us. Ho was a Jew. Ilgnor wont to.hin at tliat tioo and, as I remembor, 
I bolicvo it rras on too first Christmas day that Ilgnor wont to visit 
bin and had lunch with hia there, and caused great anxiety to the Party 
about that. 

Q. How, is it your testimony that, as a reprosontativo of Farbor. and 
Ifefag, you nevor engaged in any activities supporting too Hazi Party 
activities in .Germany, or in China, or in any propaganda activities in 
China? 

A. Hot in any nay. I only to cane a aontor tocauso othorwiso I would 
not have been ablo to rope in In ohargo. 

Q. Whon did you bocamo a- aentor? 

A. 1936. 

Q. Did you know Josco von Puttkanor? 

A. Tos. 

Q. You know tliat ixo was too head of tho information buroau in China, 
tho official propaganda agency in China, ia that right? 

A. Yos. 

Q. Did you support his activities in a:y i.wy? 

A. Ho, no. 

Q. Didn't you put Far ben address files at the disposal of von 
Puttkancr's information bureau for tho purpose of distributing propaganda 
throughout China? 

A. Putlcouracr tried this, lihen Futkaajcr •..■as young ho was tho 
Secretary of the deceased Gchoinrat Duisborg, a-d ho know that wo had 
cade a groat deal of propaganda for Indanthren in China, and a groat 
number of addresses had boon collected. H 2 therefore asked mo for then, 
but I never gave then to him. I rofusod this right up to tho end. 
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Q. Farben's employees and representatives in all parts of China 
wera experts in thoir laiowlodge of China, isn't that so? 

A. I bclicYo ono could say that. 

Q. Now, isn't it true that thoy prepared confidential reports 
which were submitted to the Gorsan Sabasslos and Coasulatos? 

A.. Information which was of any interest was exchanged, of course, 
in tho sane way as tho consulates gave inforaaticn to us. But this was 
not at all of a confidential nature, as far as I renenbor. 

Q. Didn't they also sutnit their reports to tho Goman Intolligor.ee 
Sorvice. 

A. No. TIhat tho Eobassios wan tod with it, I don't know. 

Q. Now,in connection with thoso last series of questions that I 
put to you, I show you a document narkod in-15173, which will boccno 
Prosecution oxhitait 23U2, and I direct your attention to tho last pago 
of this document. This is a sworn interrogation of Josco von Puttknoor 
concerning tho subject natter.discussed within tho last fair rdnutos. 

Now Ur. Puttkanor statos, and I road from tho next to tho last • 
quostion and answor. 

"Q. Did your information bureau over naho vso of 1.0. Farbon 
facilitios in China? 

"A. Yos, no did, Tho IG firms put at our disposal thoir address 
filos for tho purposo of distributing propag.-urda throughout China. Tho • 
IG also ccmpliod with nuuiy other roquosts of lesser inportanco which also 
aided in our work." 

Doos that refresh your recollection that you did put your address 
filed at the disposal of tho information bureau? 

A. '.Jhorc doos it say so? 

Q. It is the last. . . 

A. Yes, yos yes. 

No, the first point is incorrect as well. It says hero, "an 

4 4 * 

arrangement was worked out whoreby tho Gorman govemnant would request 
a certain amount of money for use of govcmccntal agencies in China from 
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tho Roichsbonk. Tho Rcichsbank would then placo this mount on the account 
of the I. 0. Parben in China." 

That’s wrong. 

Q. Alright, lot’s go on to tho noxt question. 

DR. BAC.ZIi: Ur. Ccaaissionor, I would liko to objoct to tho submission 
of this affidavit of H=rr von Puttkaaaor. According to a ruling of tho 
High Tribunal, the witness in tho witness stand can only bo shown his 
own affidavit, but not tho affidavit, of any other witnessos. That is 
why I object. 

USS KAUi’IAi!: The iTitnoss has testified concerning a transaction 
involving tho affiant now being introduced in ovidonco, and undor thoso 
circumstances, it would appear that this affidavit is entirely propor. 

THE COlSUSSHXERi \Toll, tho record will shew your objoction and 
reasons, and explanations. 

BY UISS KAUFUUI: 

Q. Did you know a uan by tho nart* of 3»rSxardt? 

A. Yoa. 

Q. Who was Ehrhardt? 

A. Ehrhardt was tho Military Attache of tho ^ubassy in Nanking, 
but I an not certain, but os it was said, bocauso of objections of tho 
Japancso, ho was not kept office vly as *ho Illitory Attache. However, 
ho was in charge of countor-intclligonco. 

Q. }fc was ongaged in nilitary espionage? 

A. As far os I know, ho was a colonel in t!:o general staff. 

Q. How, isn’t it truo that ho used the cover of I. G. Farben in 
carrying out his activities? 

A. No, not in any way. 

Q. You laiov ho occupiod an office in tho yefcg building in Shanghai, 
is that right? 

A. That is alno incorrect, Vlhen tho Nitrogen Association did not 
have any norc goods, we rented out part of tho otororooos for tho Consulate 
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General at the request of the Consul general Fischer, and on that floor, 
offices woro set up which woro separated frai our offices, but I certainly 
do not kr.o^r Trhat wont on behind those doors. 

Q. You did knar the nature of Erhardt 1 s activities though, did you 

not? 

A. Yes. It was exactly what tho Americans and the English did, 
it was exactly the sttzo. 

Q, Now, in your affidavit, Ilgnor's cxlvibit Cl, docuoont 75, you 
stato that two officials of tho Unitod States State Department roquested 
and obtained lists of tho Go naan enployoea of tho IG agencies in China 
in which Party ncoborship and possiblo party functions woro indicated, 
and that thoro was no evidence in any case <£nonborahip in tho Gostapo. 
Hon, what do you corn when you say that thoro .res no uvidcnco of 
membership in tho Gestapo? Did you have access to tho ovidonco? 

A. I said hero, "in no ease was it correct that tho nonbora 
ncntlonod in tho present document bolongod to tivo Costapo." I an 
trying to scy, if o.»o of tho Dofag caployocs had boon a Gestapo a ember, 
thon one would have knouB of it. Apart fra-, that, tho trord Gostapo only 
bccaao known to ao during tho last months of tho war. Wo hod boon out 
off fron tho homeland, and tho meaning of the word "Gostapo" bocane 
known to us only during the very last nonths ef tho war. 

Q. How, you don't no an to croato tho inprossion in your affidavit 
that tho Party oenbers of Far bon woro investigated and subsequently 
exonerated of any charges as nonbors of tho Gestapo, do you? 

A, VTould you repeat that please? I didn't quite got you. 

Q. Now, your affidavit states, tho sane gontloaon, reforring to 
tho U.S. Gentlemen, roquested and obtained lists of tlw Goman enployoos 
of tho I. G. agencies, in which tho Party ncriborship ns -.roll as possible 
Party functions ttoto indicated. 

A. That's right. 

Q. There was no ovidonco. . • 
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A. Ko, it docs not say so. It says "in no case." In Go man it is 
"In koinca Fallo". Tho translation of that is "in no caso". 

Q. In no caso nhat? 

A. In no case trero the cenbers found to belong to the Oestapo, as 
in the previous document, 

Q. VJhcro did you set your information as to whothcr those people 

f 

belonged to tho Gestapo? 

A. I have already said I would have learned about this. The pooplo 
worked in tho office froti noming until night, and I saw then all day 
long, so that if they did belong to the Gestapo, according to what is 
fc own today about tho Gestapo, I would have noticed nhothor thoy woro 
engaged in any activities. 

Q. And when you talk about "no ovidonco" in your affidavit, you 
aro not reforring to ovidonco of tho United States Agencios, aro you? 

A. No, it is not to bo undorstood that way. "In no case" roally 
means horo: "It decs not apply to any of then." That is how it should 
bo in tho document. 

LOSS KAUF:!Aih I havo no furthor questions. 

REDIRECT scumjATia: 

BY DR. BACHZ3I: Bachoa for Dr. Ilgnor: 

Q. Hr. Gadow, you wore talking about tho ; >ayacnts to tho Gorman 
Asiatic Bink in China for tho rofugoos free tho ;*othorland Indios and 
so forth. Tho Dutoh Indios. liay I ask, aro those puro charity payraonts? 

A. Yos, for tho support of woman and c'nildron, for housing, clothing, 
etc. Since 19Ul those pooplo had been loft behind in China and Japan 
and thoy depended on support which tho Reich bed al.rays paid. 

Q* And you 3 aid that it had boon established boforohand to what 
extent there 0 harttable funds were to be paid out? 

A. Tho Prosecutor reminded uc of this. I had forgotten about tlds, 
that these arrangements were actually made every throe months because our 

sales program had to be made according to this. The government had fixed 

% 

certain amounts which enabled us to sell certain amounts. 
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Q. And according to this agreement you node paynents? 


A. 


To tho Oor.TDn Asiatic Bank, yes, 


Q. In connection with the question about tho A f O., the f reign 


organization, did I understand you correctly, It. Gadow, that tho Geman 
official agencies had ordered that the first official of the A.O., the 


foreign organization, in each country, was to bo considered in rank 
isaodiately after the Goman Ambassador or an:' othor high official in 


that country? 


A. Yos, I hoard that for tho first tiao whon Dr. Ilgnur paid a 
visit. .1 didn't Iciow about that bofore. 


Q. You "<oro talking about Ifr. Sassoon? 

A. Sir Yiotor Sassoon. 

Q. feet was his nationality? 

• A. Ho is an Enclichtnn. 

Q. And for which firm was ho active in China and why was ho in 
China? 

A. Sassoon corns a world concept. Ifc lied hundrods of firm in 
India and in China, lb was a nultl-ol 111 onairo, one of tho richost 
English buslucsscon. 


Q. You woro asked about tho data of ynu 1 entry into tho Party. 

Ohy did you Joiri tho Party? 

A. Originally, I was politically unreliable, and as such, tho 
Party thought I was unc'csirablo. 'then tho qnootlcn of tho succession to 
Dr. 'Johor arose, the ten chiof of China bro<ich, lloaaorzionrat V/aibcl, 
told uc I had to bccoao a Parti' aonber, and it took a long timo. It 


took about 18 months until ho finally succ^odod in gotting no into tho 


Party. 


After I was accepted into tho Party, I could bo appjintod. 


Tho 


rocson f ,<r this was supposed to have boon that tho Party, in tho future, 
wanted the cost important people in the large branches to bo Party 
aunbers. 9ut I did not know that zysolf. I only heard that free Horr 
Jaibel. 


Q. Do I understand you correctly that it wasn't lfr. Waibol's requost, 
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but a request of tho foroign organization? 

A. I think it was Bohlo's request. Ifc told ;jo so. I don't know 
mysolf. 

Q. Tho inf emotion which was given to tho Consulate was discussed. 
You said that you gave information to tho Consulates, tho sane way as 
tho Consulates gave you information, 'ftiat kind of information was this? 
Not in dotail, but Generally. 

A. "Tho shipping up tho Yangtso rivor should bo stopped because wo 
had hoard that some general was going to start a battlo thore." That 
was a very important pioco of information for us, because wo would not 
sond any shipments out and up tho Yangtso river if sooo craty gonoral 
would start a battlo tharo* This information was handled from Consulate 
to Consulate, and I hoard that free Fischor. Then, tho chiofo of our 
plants roported sono natters which wore important for thorn. But they 
woro purely Ixisinoss natters. 

DR. BAC2EI: Thank you, I havo no furthor quostions. 

THE COLIJSSiarJli Ho furthor quostions free Dofonso Counsol? 

DR. BACHEUt Ilo furthor quostions. 

TH3 COUlSSIGnBBi Do wo havo another witness this afternoon? 

DR^ EX IE it Ik-. Ccaaissionor, I bog your pardon, nay I ask that my 
cliont. Dr. newer, bo taken back to tho nain trial oocauso ho is supposod 
to bo brought there? 

THE COlilSSBXna* You nay take him back. 

Witness, you nay bo excused. 

I think wo ought to take a rocoss now then, before wo start tho 
othor iritncs3, and we ttill be in rocoss for fifteen or twenty minutes. 

(A short recess was takon.) 
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T£ MARSHAL: The Ccenission is egelr. in session. 

DR. FLAECESNER: Flaechsner for Buetefisch. 

Kr. Cocnissloner, vith your pernission, I shall call the witness: 
Dr. Hartnaan to the witness stand. 

THE COWilSSIONlR: The witness will take the stand. 

DA. KURT HARTMANN, a witness took the stand and testified as 

9 

follows: 

THE CaaUSSIOKLR: The witness will raise hie right hand repeat 
after ne: 

I swear by Cod, the Alnighty and Ctaniscient, that I will speak 
tho -jure truth and will colt and add nothing. 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

THE CCCMSSIONIP-: Tou uay he seated. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
DR. EUR? HARTMANN 

BY IS. FLAECHSKER: (»or Buetefisch.) 

q. Witness, for the record, please giro your full nano. 

A. Dr. Kurt Hartmann. 

Q. And your residence. 

A. IlYoeheln n«ar kannheln. 

Q. And your profession. 

A. I'n an ^ngineer.- 

q. Dr. b«rtnann, y >u are the assistant defense counsel for tho 
defendant Dr. Oster, is that right? 

A. Yes. 

q. You nnfta out the following affidavits which are contained in 
the Document Socks of ay client, Nunhers I and IV. 'lrst of all, there 
is affidavit — there is the affidavit of the 15th of October 1947, 
Buetefisch 229. Then there is one of the 12th of February 1946, 
Buetefisch 230. Then there is one of the 7th of Ootobcr 1947, 3uotofit 
228, Then there Is one of the 10th of October 1947, Buetefisch 161. 
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end one of the saae date, Bueteflsch 160. Furthernore, there is your 
affidavit if the 8th of October 1847, which is Buetefisoh 162; and 
there la one of the 30th of Septenber 1947, bueteflsch 102, And finally 
the affidavit of 12 January 1948, Buetefiech 159, and of 6 February 1948, 
Bueteflsch 163. I think these are all ft-onVolune I of the Docunent Book. 

Now you furthernore node out an affidavit on 25 October 1947, which 
is Bueteflsch 218 . X think that covers it. 

Or. Hartnann, a general question. Vhen did you join the Party? 

A. In 1931. 

V(. Ito y.u have anything to say about the aboye-nentioned affidavits. 
Do y» have tJ correct then, add to then, explain then, or anything aloe? 

Ho. 

DR. FLA£CHSS2t: The witness is at the Prosecution's disposal for 
cross exaninatlon. 

CROSS LXAiiI RATION 
DR. KURT HARIXANN 

BY MR. AKOKAH: 

Q, hr. Witness, you say you are assistant defense counsel for the 
defendant Oster, Is that corroct? 

A. Yes. I'n ndnitted ao such. 

Q. And have you been his assistant defense counsel since the , 

beginning of this trial? 

A. Ho. I was adnitted towards the end of October 1947. 

q. Have you been working with the defense counsel for the defendant 
Bueteflsch in this case? 

A. Yes, that, too. 

Q, Vould it be a fair statement to say that the subject natter cover¬ 
ing the defense in connection with the case of Oster and the subject 
natter covering the defense of the defendant ^letefisch cover substantially 
the sane field? 

A. Hot quite, but -iartly that's correct. 


13?93 




3 May-A-J?-20-3-Easdor« (1st. I^a) 
Court VI Cas erVT 'Cccaission * 


Q. How, whan did you Join Farten? 

*• I Joined Farten on 1 December 1925. 



*nd where did you work, in Farbea? 

*-1 vr.eiv -Id y - • In s i*r am 

First I worked as engineer — 


9 

<u y h*t kind og an engineer? i 

A. According to ay training I an a nachine engineer and during 
ay work for Farben I da inly worked in those fields or trained in those 


fields which are called chenical engineering. 

'-i, Will you, beginning with the tine you Joined Far ben, tall ne 
which plant you worked for and -oartlcularise the nature of the work you 
did? 

A. Z Joined in Ludwigshafen and all through the years I belonged 
to Ludwigshafen. 

CU When you say "all through th« years," try to fix a date, will 
you pleaso7 

A. As I already said. I Joined Farben on 1 Decanter 1925 and at first 
I worked as an engineer in the construction office. Then I went to a 
plant as a plant engineer in the 0»pau Plant, which belongs to Ludwigshafon. 

It will help us considerably if, in going over the various 
duties you had, y « fixed the tioe when each occurred. Could you do 
that* please? 

A. I pan do it pretty exactly. In the tanner of 1926 I started 
virk as an engineer in the Op on Plant — that is, in a nitrogen processing 
olant — and on 1 Decenber 1926 I Joined the hydrogenation exporinontnl 
station, the go-ctlled high ->ressure experinents again as a olant 
engineer. 

Q. Where was that? 

A. In Ludwigshafen. Then in the suaner of 1927 for about sir 
noaths I was there to start the large scale hydrogenation olant Rt Leuna. 
Then I returned to Ludwigshafen again to the high pressure exoerinents. 

Q, ••’hen? 
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A. Towards the and of 1927, I already said that I stayed in Launa 
for about si* conths. Troa 1931 — 

Q. You ckipued fron 1928, You say at the and of 1928 you want back 
to Ludwigshafen, is that right? 

A, I said I returned to the high pressure exparicents in Ludvigshafen. 
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t(. How long did yw stay there? 

A. I just wanted to describe that. Until, I believe, the beginning 
>f 1931. Then I was a niece-work engineer in the Ornau Plant. 

Q. What do you nean a "piece-work engineer"? 

a. The artisans of the Farben Pldnt did piece work. That is, they 
got paid for whatever work they did. Shall I describe that in greater 

detail? 

• 

No, it is your work that I'n interested in and not what the 
other people did. Describe your work. 

A. an right, but it is necessary to do that. 

Well, briefly, so I ca.ld understand. Piece-work doesn't neon 
anything to ne. Just in a general way, so I can understand what your 
experience wcs there, 

A. It is the detexalning of the tine required for a certain pioco 
of w>rk — for instance, lor a locksnith's work — in whnt period of 
tine a nornal worker can rerfarc this Job, and if he is given the order 
this norruil period of tine \t put on his tine sheet. 

Q. What -• Now, in 1921, X understand, you were back at tho Oopafl 
Plant, is th*;t right? 

A. Yes. until end of 1932. Pardon ne. Tha*. ! s wrung. Until the 
end of 1931- 

H. Well, tell ne, that wno the nature of yvur work, generally? 

A. I tried to explain that I was a piece-work engineer. That is 
to say, that I deterulned the piece-work for the piece-workers there. 

Q, O.K. Go ahead. After 1931? 

A. This was the tine when there were a lot of disnissals in the 
ilant. At the tine I was disnieeed with nany others. 

’■<. That's the end of 1931? 

A. Yee. 

<3, You were dismissed fron the Leuna Plant? 

a. Not free the Leuna but free Oppau Plant. 
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vu Fron Oooeu. I'a sorry. Proa the Oopau Plant. 

A. That 1 a right. 

q. Continue. 

A. And Z started to work as a university assistant and as such 
I went to the Iconocic Institute in Iiannheln, where I becene an assistant 
instructor for econonlcs. And I got qy Doctor's Degree in thia subject. 

During what period of tine were you assistant professor at this 
university? 

A. Hot professor. I was an assistant — the assistant of a 
professor. 

Q. *toat period of tine did that cower? . # 

A. Fran the beginning of 1931 until end of July 1933. 

Cu I'n sorry. You said free the beginning of 1931. I understood 

a nonent ago - I understood a nooent ago that until the end of 1931 you . 

were at Oroau. Nov, did you Mike a nlstake? 

A. I beg your pardon, l nade a oistake. Fron the beginning of 

1932. 

q. So, fron the beginning of 1932 until the end of 1933 you were 
in the university? 

A. That's right. 

q, And at that tine you were a neaber of tho Hazi Party already, 
right? 

A. That's correct. 

q. Go ahead. Vo'11 pick you up on 1933 now. 

A. On 1 August 1933 X vos recalled by Farben, and I nuat add that 
ay connections with Ferben were not conpletely dissolved in the end of 
1931 but that I was sent to this university position ty Farben at tho 
end of 1931. 

q. What do you nean, you were sent by Farben to tho university? 

Did they pay you a salary while you were at the university? 

A. Yea. 
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Q. What were you studying at the universityl 

A, Zeonoclcs. 

Q, Far ben ppid you for studying ecoaoaics at the university, io 
that your teetinoryf 

A* fas. . . ' - / 

Q. How ouch did they pay you7 

*. A fraction of ny forcer salary', 

Q. How ouch? 

A. About 300 carles a nonth, 

Q, How, do I understand your testicony to be that fron 1932 to 
1933, although you were not working at Far bon, you nevertheless received 
a salary of 300 narks a nonth for that tine while you were at the 
university studying econcnics; is that your testimony? 

A, That's right. This was a regulation which not only affected no 
but a whole lot of other scholars at the plants, 

Q. I'n asking about your — '-fas that a fair statenont of your 
testinony? 

A, Yes, that's correct, 

Q, All right, we're \n to 1 August lt33, when you say you were 
recalled by Farben? 

A. Yes. . - . 

q. Vnore did you go? 

A. First of all, I wont to the Technical Departnent of the plant 
at Ludwigshafen, I worked in the storage departnent unitl about the 
end of 1934. 

Q. We want to be entirely clear t **r. Witness, as to the nature 
of your work between August 1, 1933, and the end of 1934, when you 
were at Ludwigshafen. Could you tell us in a general way, vhot was 
the nature of your work? 

A. I said I worked in the Technical Storage Departnent. That is 
to say, that was the adninistration of the nachlnory, raw ncterials, and 
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rrocossieg materials and stock* of theta for construction and repairs 
of the technical facilities. 

\ That's a little too general for ae to understand. Could you 
tell ne Just what you did? Give ae the field of activity in which you 
were engaged and vhat products did you personally deal with — the 
nanufacturing, storage, or stock-piling, whatever it was — Just 

• 9 

indicate a little nor* definitely. 

A. In the plant we had a large storage of nachlnery, that is, 
now and used nachlnery. The administration of this stock and the 
utilisation of the old naterial was part of ny teaks. 

• <i. Vhat kind of nachlnery was this? 

A. These are installations for the construction of chenlcol roparatue. 
Things where you nixed chenlcnls, ollls, drying apoorotus, pipes. 

*% How, were these all-purpose chenloal apparatus and nachlnery 
or was it any special nachlnery or apparatus in the chenical field? 

A. rertly these were very special apparatus for very definite 
processes, partly it was apparatus which can be used in all chenionl 
field* — punps, kettles, at cetera. 
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Q Rat was your job between August 1, 1934, and tho end of 1934 
at Ludwigshafen in relation to the machinery and equipment that jou 
mentioned? Wat did ycu do? 

A This place whero the stock was kept had a staff of about fifty — 
I don 1 1 raacabor tho exact number — and I was the head engincor for 
ttoso people. It was tho position of plant onginocr. 

Q Well, what did you do? Did jou look after it to see that this 

1 4 

machinery was in good repair? Wot was your particular job? I cbn't 

#• 

quito understand. 

A Of course, the apparatus which was not in uso but which was 

thcro in store go had to bo ceintainod, it had to bo taken caro of and 

• " • 

ropairod, usoloss material was destroyed, and the scrap was sold. I had 
to ouporvieo that. 

Q T/ 0 ro you especially assigned to any me chine ry relating to tho 
manufacture of any particular product, or were you just a ganoral, all- 
around engineer for tho prediction of nil or a substantial part of tho 
products produsod at ludwigshafen. Do jou urtdorstend my ejection? 

A r os. B ut, Ur. Prosecutor, this plcco whoro the stock was kopt 

0 

was a general facility of tho riiolo plant. At this particular placo, 
ora did not knew anything about individanl products; wo wire only 

e 0 

intorostod in whether a pioco of machinery was made of load, of iron, 
of copper, or of anything else. 

Q That occupied all ycur time from August 1, 1933, until tho end 

# 

of 1934, at Ludwigshafen, ritfit? 

A Outside of that, I had a so-called dismantling dctactaont 
of about thirty, forty, or fifty people, which took care of various 
jobs in all plants, such ns scrapping stuff, etc. and also with the aim 

of edthor using the apparatus for further employment, or also scrapping 

• _ 

it. . 

Q O.K. I have got you up to 1935 nor, is that il#it? 

A Yes, until the end of 1934. 
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I wjuld estimate that it vies Around 


unziatnas — i went into the so-called Projodts Bureau of tho Oppeu Plant 
which concomed itself with the economy end practicability of now 


pzocossoa 


Q How long wore you in that job? 

A Around ono year, until the Projocts Offico was cocbined with 

tho Sparto Offico, that is, tho offico of Sporto 1. With that I 

• • 

autcoa tic ally cooo into tho Sjnrto offico. 

€ And that was at tho end of 1935, rlgit? 

# • 

A Woll, in tho spring of 1936. 

0 

Q Now, just toll no oxactly tho nature of your work in this 
Projocts Efeiroau at °ppnu free tho boginning of 1935 uxtil the middlo of 
1936. Just what did you do? 

A Tho job of tho Projocts Offico, or of the spocial offico of 
this buroau in rhich I marked, consistod of tosting now procosscs which 
had bcon developed in tho laboratory, to soo whothor thoy wore usoful 

0 

and whothor thoy woro ripo to bo usod profitably. T hat is to sty, wo 

had tho chanist ccnccmod, *io had worked on tho procoss, givo us his 

chemical data and his results. Ho would then considor how this proooss 

night bo carried out on a largo-scalo basis, and wo would wnsidor wlr.t 

apperatus would bo necessary for that. Wo then would calculate what tho 

product would cost if it woro manufactured in this way, and wo would 

• 

canpnro that with products of competitors or with the markot pricos. 

Q New, was this an experimental plant or project that you wore 
working on whon you soy you wore engaged in trying to ascertain tho cost 
of new processes thnt were being developed? Now, woro you engaged in 
an oxporimcntol oporation at this time? 

A No, the experiments wore conducted by tho chemists who then 
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brougit us the data. 

Q I aa afraid you don't understand the question. Do you know 
what the tern "pilot plant" scans? 


Q Toll me ycur understanding of the tera. 

A In ay opinion, a pilot plant is an ex porinont cl installation 

• • 

which, first of all, tries out a now procoss on a small scale on an 
experimental basis in ordor to get to know all the conditions involvod 

V 0 

Q Mow, your rork at the Projects ftireau in Oppou -- was that. 


in a sense, wo A on pilot plant production? 

* • • 

A Soil, ono could, perhaps, say wo determined tho oconomio 
conditions of such pilot plants, or wo studied tho economic corditions 
of such pilot plants. 

Q "'oil, now, is this a fair statement of tho situation? Whan 
tho laboratory discovered a new procoss, it was given to yew at tho 
Projects ftiroau in Oppnu to tost it out on a pilot plant in ordor to 
dotomino whothcr it was foaaiblo fer largo-scnlo production. Is that 
a fair statement of tho situation? • 


A Mot fl uito, because it wasn't wo who oporntod tho pilot plant, 
but tho inventors or tho pooplo rtio worked on tho oxporfmorts opornted 


tho pilot plant. Wo merely had th<n give us thedr results, and thou wo 
calculated how ono would construct a largo-scalo installation and how 


much it wculd coat, taking tho —11-sealo plant as a model, and whothor 
it would bo profitable. 


Q All right/ Now, that takes you up to — you say tho middlo 
of 1936, whan Spcirto I absorbed tho Projects B uroau of Oppau. Is that 
right? 

A Tcs. In tho boginning of 1936, es I have already stated, 
tho two offices wore combined and thus I bo long od to tho Sportc OfJico. 

Q How long did you stay thoro? 

A Until the end of tho war. 
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Q Vfould this, then, be e fair statcocnt of your testimony, thet 
froa tho boginning of 1939, when you ontcrod the Pxojocts Bureau at 
Oppau — 

• • • * 

A It was 1936, or 1935, »*icn I entered tho Projects Bureau, 

Q That ia right. How listen to ay question, and jou will got it. 
With the boginning of 1935, "hen you entered tho Projects Bureau at 

0 

Oppau, you continued to porfora tho saae duties right to tho end of 19L5, 
notwithstanding that in 1936 Sparto I absorbed the Projects Bureau of 
Oppau? Do jou understand tho (jjestion? 

A Yos, but that is .not correct, bccauao I vory soon chnngod tho 
diroction of ny activities within tho offico of Spsrto I. 

Q You ocan boginning with 1936, rtion Sparto I took over tho 
Projocta Bureau of Oppau? 

A Yos. 

Q And hew did your work chango at that tiao? 

A In tho Sparto offico I no longor worked on tho so onginoorlng 

* _ • 

• w 

calculating questions, biA, first of all, I workod on general quostiora 
c oncoming oalos of nitrogen and tirn-ovor of nitrogen. Tho Sfcnrto 
offico concomcd itself with thoao nnttors as tho nuclous of its 

0 

aotivitios, and it had to Maintain contact with Parbon, that is, with its 
Nitrogon Syndiento. 

0 0 ® 

Q Now, if you Will wait a nee on t, I want to soc tint I got thio. 

You say that aftor jou joined Sparto I, scootioo in 1936, tho nr.turo • 
end diroction of your work changed. 

A Yoa. 

Q Tho principal chango being that you started to work on raattors 
of tho Nitrogon Syndiento. Do I correctly mdorstand you so fnr? 
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A las, 'exit not with nitrogon plants but specifically with 
nitrogen prodiction and nitrogen sales. 

Q New when did ycxir work bogin in tho fiold of nitrogon 
production and nitrogon sales? 

A That was right in tho spring of 1936. 

Q Now tell mo oxactly what was tho neturo of your work in 
connection with nitrogon production and nitrogon salos? 

A On tho one hand, tho Sparto Bureau had tho job of distrib¬ 
uting tho prodiction of nitrogon among tho various Farbon plants and 
to adapt it to tho salos which woro oxpootod; on tho other hand, tho 
Sparto Burocu had the job to account for tho solos and tho quantity of 
tho salos and to chock up on this via tho nitrogon syndicate. Thus 
it was nocossury — Hoy I finish, ploaso? 

Q I os, finish tho sontonoo. Oo ahoad. Thoro is souothlng 
I wont to ask you on this. 

A It was nocossury to tako tlio quotas of Farbon fixod by 
tho various ogroomonts and to count thoso in figuring tho ontiro salos 
of tho syndicato, and thereupon to adjust the prodiction of tho Farbon 
plants. 

Q Is this a fair statouont thon of yair tostiaony: that 
Sparto I, in connoction with tho prodiction of nitrogon, adjustod its 
prediction in accordanco with tho quotas fixod by tho nitrogon syn¬ 
dicate? Is that all it coraos down to? 

A Not quito. 

Q Toll, lot ao soo thon if I got it a littlo moro accuratoly. 
You s tatod ttat tho prodiction of nitrogon frc*n Sparto I was distrib- 
utod to the plants of I. G. Farbon, and you had to look aftor tha; do 
I correctly understand yoi so far? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, this distribution by Sparta I of tho nitrogon produc¬ 
tion to tho I. G. plants, did that go directly from Sparto I to the 
I. G. plants, or did it have to clear through tho nitrogon syndicato? 
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Has It charged to tho quota of tho nitrogen syndicato? 

A I thiric I oust oxplain it. Tho nitrogen syndicato liad a 
definito ostinato which depended on the narkot conditions—that is, 
it dopondod on tho intornal Goman consunption and dopondod on tho 
exports. Tho nitrogon syndicato ostiseted for a certain period of 
tiao tho srlo which could bo oxpoctod. It infomod its morabors of 
this estimate and thon wo cal cu la tod how much wo would contribute 
thoroto, on tho basis of our quote. 

Q Distribute to tho nitrogon syndicato? 

A To what tho nitrogon syndioato wantod to soli. 

Q Go ahoed. New ay question then isi tho nitrogon that was 
producod in Spar to I and that was distributed to tho I. 0. Far ban 
plants, nos that charged to tho quota under tho nitrogon syndicato 
or not? 

A I cannot ansuor tho question in this form. Thoro seems 
to bo a niaundorstending. 

Q Wall, first do ycxi understand tty quostion? 

A Ko. 

Q I will put it to you again. Tho nitrogon that was prodicod 
by Sparto 7, which you say was distributed to tho I. 0. Farbon plants, 
was tho amount of nitrogon so distributed to tho Farbon plants chargod 

s 

to tho quota fixod by tho nitrogon syndioato? Do you understand tho 
quostion now? 

A Wall, I understand, but tho quostion doos not correspond 
to tho facts. 

Q I am asking you for an answer. If you understand it, thon 
givo no your answer. " 

A Tho quostion is wrong and thorofora I cannot answer it. 

Q I am not asking ycu to charactorizo tho quostion. If you 
understand tho question, answer it; if ycu don't understand it, I will 
try again. Just undertake to answer tho quostion I put to you. Now 
do you understand tho .question? 
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Q Hall, I will pat it to you again. Don't tell mo what it's 
basod on; just try to answer it. I an asking you whether or not tho 
nitrogon production free Sparto I that was distributed by I. 0. Farbdn 
to its own plants, was that nitrogen charged to tho quota of the 
nitrogon syndicate or was it not charged to that quota? Do yew under¬ 
stand It now? 

A Forbon did not distribute any nitrogon production. 

Q Wait. Do you understand tho quostion? 

A No, the quostion is Incan pro ho ns iblo. 

Q I will try again. Just relax and I will givo you tho quos 
tion. You statod, did you not, that your job inSparto I dealt with 
tho distribution of nitrogon froa Sparta I to tho I. 0. Farbon plants. 


Did you sc testify? 

A No, 1 did not. 

Q Thon toll bo what you tostifiod to. 

A Wo did not distribute nitrogon. Nitrogon was distributed 
by tho syndicato as tho salos organization. Wo in tho Sparto offico 
dotominod what typos and what quantities woro to bo proAicod by tho 
various Farbon plants within tho entiro prediction of Farbon. Tho 
nitrogen syndicato as such did not caro fron which plant of Farbon 
tho nitrogon came. Wo did that according to technical considerations. 
I could give you on oxamplo, if you wish. Tho nitrogen syndicato 
ostinatod that during a certain period tho salo would bo 100,000 tons; 
that is, distributed to lino, nitro-phosphato, etc. and a wholo number 
of othor ferns of nitrogon. Now wo had to calculate that of those, 
on tho basis >f tho nitrogen syndicate agreement, Farbon would prodice 
a certain anohnt, say, 65,000 tons; whoroas the rost would bo produced 
by othor C-arBan fires. Then wo hrd to figure ait and wo had to 
negotiate with the other fires whrt typos wo wanted to prodice and 
what types tho others would prodico, and then we had to considor 
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within our own agency at what place nitre-phosphate would bo produced, 
at whafc place of Farbon, line or asrionia nitrato would bo produced 
within our quota, 

Q And what you just described, was that the nature of your 
work in Sparto I? 

A That was ny prinary activity-in the Sparto. 

Q ffow let no soo if I understand ycu correctly. Your work 
in Sparto I in connection with nitrogen consistod of allocating to tho 
rcspoctivo T. 0 . Farbon plants a fixed anount of production quotas, 
and you oaae that allocation in sufficient quantity to noet tho quota 
which was set by tho nitrogen synoicato. Is that a fair statement of 
tho naturo of your work? 

A Ios, that is corroct. 

Q Now in connection with yewr work, did you also koop tho 
nitrogon syndicate irforaod as to tho anticipated demands and nooda 
of tho I. 0. Farbon plant as c consumer? 
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A No, tho Nitrogen ’ J yndicato had nothing to do with that. 

You iioan ithai Farbon nocdod for its own consumption? 

Q Hid Farbon nood nitrogen for its own consumption in con¬ 
nection with tearing <knm its own easiness? 

A v )t as a merchandise to be sold, but as ran aatorial or an 
intermediary pro diet for other predicts. 

t 4 

Q Alright. Hct/, do I understand this to bo tho fact that in 
order for Farbon to prodice intcrrjdiato prodicts, it had to got nitrogon, 
is that right, so far? 

A Hot that it should rocoivo it, because it prodicod it too. 

Q It had to ueo nitrogen to prodico tho intomodinto prodicts, 
is that right? 

A That's pi-Jit.’ 

Q And tho nitrovon that Frrbea used to prjduco intomodinto 
products, did you considor. tiusi for tho ;airposo of tho quotas fkcod 
by tho Mitngon Syndics to? »>id you troot Farbon ns a consumer of 
nitrogen for that purposo? 

A Ho. Tho consumption by Farbon of nitrogen was not chorgod 
t tho centra of tho Nitrogon Syndicate. 

L... FLAPCIBICR: 1 raiso an ubjoction against all thoso quos- 
tiens bocavso tho affidavits for which tho witness was aado availablo 
for cross cKPSlmtion do not at all concorn thaasolvcs with tho 
nitrogon fiolds tut with cmplotoly difforont subject matters. Wo do 
net have to bother with nitrogen at all. 

!Cl. AMCHAN: Tho purpose of thoso quostions is to find 'Ait tho 
oxporioncos of this witness, his activity in Farbon, in ordor to bo 
able to ovaluatc tto substanco of tlxi to clinical data which is contoinoo 
in his affidavits. Tho point of inquiry about the Nitrogen Syndicate 
is only for tho purpose of asking the witness about his relationship, 
to his work. He testified that in 1936, when he Joined Sparte I, ho 
had some technical position relating to nitrogen, and I want to inquiro 

as to the iiature of his work in tlat field. 
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kit. FLASCH3NER: The last question which the Prosecutor asked 
referred tc whether the bcoe consumption of the Farbep plants were 
charged to the quotas set down by the Nitrogeq Syndicate, and whether 
they were listed in the Nitrogen Syndicate. I would be grateful to 
the Prosecutor if he wcxild tell oe hew far the answer to wuch a ques¬ 
tion wculd be valuable in scrutinizing the expert knowledge of this 

I I 

witness. I consider the questions as completely irrelevant. Tho 
Prosecutor asked the witness how he got the data which the affiant nade ( 
If he jxits those questions, then the expert knowledge of the Witness 
will be no nore easily deterainod and connected than if he asks ques¬ 
tions abait the quotas set down. 

Ifft. A)'.CHAN: We will just leave Cainsel's objection on tho 
record as it is. I will only add tnat in Buetefisch Document 229 
which contained charts of this witness, he has some dotailod diagrams 
of the main synthesis of Sp*rte I, and ho goes into substantial charts 
on nitrogen and what happenod to it. Cert* nly for that purposo, it 
is relevant. 

THE COWdSSIONER: Very well, the record is made for both 
Portion. You may procood. 

BY HR. AICHAN: 

Q New/, my question to you, iir. Witness, is: The nitrogen 
which Farben produced in its oim plant and which was used for the 
proAiction of internadiate products which wero prodicod, was not 
charged to the quotas of the Nitrogen Syndicate, is that right? 

A That is correct, for all those products which, in the 
final analysis, were not sold via the Syndicate. If for axamplo, Uroa, 
which is a nitrogen prockxct, is made into Kaurlt Glue, this had nothing 
to do with the quota of the Syndicate. Or if nitric acid is used for 
dye stuffs, then this also had nothing to do with the Syndicate. 

Q Is it a fair statement then, to say that the nitrogen vihi 
Farben produced, and for which it had to use, in connection with it3 
<nm chemical processes to produce its-own products, such nitrogen via; 
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9 

not charged .to the quotas <jf the 'diXrp^n Syndicate? Is that right? 

A Sanething ras wrong, I didn't quite get it, bitf* I ^tyink 
we mean the sane thing. Nitrogen which was used for prodicts to be 


sold by Far’oen which were not, in the final result, nitrogen produced, 

.••w, 

did yt belong to the quotas of Farben in the Nitrogen Syndicate. 

Q* rwant to be specific about thisi Hitrbgen tKai°«tnl into 

* 4 

tho prodiction of hexogene. Was such nitrogen charged to tho quotas 
of the Nitrogen Syndicate? 

A Yes, because Farben didn't prodice any hexogene. 

Q Who pro diced the hexogene, do you know? 

A Toe explosive industries. 

Q And did Farben supply then with the nitrogen for tho hoxo- 


gene? 

A Yes. That is to say, not only Farben, but tho Goman 
Nitrogon Industry via tho Mitrogon Syndicate. 

Q Aro you familiAr with • . • 

!R. FLAECH5IER: Tho affidatits for which tho witnoss has 
boon callod to bo cross examined, contain not ono word aboit hexo- 
gono or similar things. The questions put by tho Prosecutor to tho 
witnos3 in this r os poet miss tho point ccoplotoly, tho point which is 
treatod in tho affidavits. The limits of cross examination aro abusod 
in a caaplotely inadaissiblo manner, ar.d I objoct stronuously against 
it and I would be grateful to the Prosocutor if ho would finally con¬ 
cern his cross examination to tho questions at issuo here. Those aro 
questions which concern gasoline, methanol, and similar thinps, but 
thoy do not iiavo the slightest thing to do with nitrogen, hoxogono, 
and those similar things. 

BY HR. AUCHAN: 

Q I will ask ono or two preliminary questions. Ur. Witness, 
in Document Buotofisch 220, you give a chart atxxit the products of 
methanol by I. G. Is it not tho fact that mothanol is made from — or 
rather, I will withdraw that. Is it not a fact that from mothanol tho 
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explosive hoxogcno is nado? 

A Formaldehyde is jado from nothanol and that is one of the 
predicts which one noods for hoxogene. 

Q is it not a fact that hoxogone is nado free methanol via 
the formaldehyde process? 

A Hoxogene is made of methanol. Ihat is, of fomaldoljydo 
and of other materials, but not of aothanol alone. 

Q You rofor, in y<xir Docuncnt 228, to tho fact that mothanol 
wont for tho consumption for oxplosivos. Do you recall that? 

A Yes. 

Q Yfhat explosives were you talking about? 

A That is hoxogone and ritroponta. 

Q O.K. So, according to your cam c’art, you indicoto that 
aothanol wont to prodico hoxogone and nitroponU, is that right? 

A I didn't disputo that. 

Q And you don't disjxito it now, oithor, do you? 

A I didn't disjxito it boforohand oithor. I aoroly objoctod 
to tho fonaulation usod that nothanol was tho only prodico from which 
hoxogono ars udo. Ono noods various substanoos to produco hoxogono. 

Q 1 will ask you that in duo timo. Toluol is also mado from 
hoxogono, is it not? Ono of tho nays of making toluol is free hoxogono, 
isn't it? 

A Mo, I think yax probably nado a nistako. Ono can produco 
toluol from Mothanol, but not from hoxogono. 

Q That's my question, Jla sorry. 

A But yew said hoxogono. 

Q I an sorry. That was an orror. 13 this a fact that toluol 
for o:gJlosivos, is mado frea nothanol? 

A Yos, ono can prodico toluol free nothanol and ono did that 
during tho nar. 

Q T ith that foundation, if your Honor ploaso, I shall now 
direct my attention to tho nitrogen, or rathor, to tho prediction of 
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haxogone, Now, yew stated, and correct no if I an wrong, that the 
nitrogon that went into the production of hoxogono was chargod to tho 
quotas of tho Nitrogen Syndicate? Did I clearly understand you to say 


that? 


A Tho nitrogon which was usod for hoxogono, oxactly lilco 




tho nitrogon which was dold by tho Nitrogon Syndicate, was charged to 
tho quotas of Farben, that's correct, 

f ‘ 

Q Non:, thon, did Parbon ship t!io nitrogon toluol to tho ox- 
plosivo factories? 

A That tras a nattor of tho sales department, with which I lvid 
nothing to do, and tho Sparto buroau had nothing to do with it oithor. 
That was a ratter of tho shipping offico. 

Q Woll, do you know whothor or not tho production of nitrogon 
by Farbon vhich was distributed to tho explosive factorios was sent 
directly by Farbon to those oxploaivo factorios, or did it go through 
tho Nitrogon Syndicsto to tho oxplosivo factorios? 

A Tho nitrogon syndicsto gavo tho ordor according to nood 
and stocks on hand, to tho various producors or to intermediary storago 
placos. 
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I Q I still don't understand ycur answer. Suppose ypu ta!:o 
tho Rottnoil plant of Dynaait A.G. that ms producing hexogen, did 
the nitrogen free Uidwigahaven or Oppau go directly to Rottnoil, or 
did it go to the Nitrogen Syndicate. 

A Tho Nitrogon Syndicate was in Borlin and was a salos organ¬ 
ization, and it gavo its orders to tho shipping departments of thoso 
placos which had nitrogon on hood. I nysolf was novor in a shipping 
department and I had nothing to do with shipping nitrogon, and I didn’t 
bother about it. 

Q I thaight you tostifiod that in connection with your work 
in Sparto I ycu doalt with Salos msttors relating to the nitrogon 
prodiction. Didn't you so tostify? 

A You Bust hero misunderstood no. I didn't mention a word 
about salos. Wo had sales departments for those wrpoaos. Wo .joroly 
woro in chargo of salo of nitrogon, quantities and typos, and to 
supervise then as far as tho profit is concornod. 

Q Caild you toll no ono way or ahothor tho nitrogon produc¬ 
tion from Parbon that wont to tho DAG plant Rottwoil, or tlio other DAG 
plants producing oxplosivos? Was that nitrogon sont directly from 
Farbon to tho DAO plants, or was it sent through tho nitrogon syndicato? 
Could y<xx answer that one way or anothor? 

A I said already I had nothing to do with that, but probably 
tho nitrogon was sent frco tho storage place of tho Farbon plant con¬ 
cornod, or fran another plant which was situatod closoly to tho plant 
which consumed tho nitrogon, and that it was shipped in that manner. 

Q And wa3 it chargod through tho Hitrogon Syndicato? 

A Yos, it was charged to tho quota in tho Nitrogon Syndicate. 

Q Now, lot no direct your attention now to Puotofisch Docu¬ 
ment 226, ycur affidavit, where you have tho chart of tho production 
of methanol by I. G. Farbon. And you stato that you made this clinrt 
on tho basis of ycur experience in Sparto I, and through tho utiliza¬ 
tion of tablos in I.G. in the DAG which wore presently available to you, 
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Now, just tall no what tablos and what data did you uso in canpiling 

this chart? Toll no too source of your data. 

A Cno mcoont, ploaso, First of all on this table wo havo 

tho prodiction of methanol. For this purposo I took from Ludwig- 

shafon — tut I mist first say that tho prodiction of mothanol until 

about 19U1 only was carried on at JJarau. I asked for tho data of the 

production fipircs and I looked for thon in reports about tho Sparto 

• • 

mootings of Farben, and I havo in front of uo a compilation of tho 
Sal os Ccnbino, Dopartoent R, that is tho con potent snlos dopart:.«ont 
of Parbon. 

Q What Dopartnont? 

A R, in Frankfurt. In this compilation of 5 Fobruary, 19hO, 

tho production of tho years 1935 to 1939 is given. This is a con- 

# 

temporary notation. 

Q New, will you ploaso identify this documont that you had 
from Department R. I would liko to soo it. Can I havo that idontifiod 
by tho socrotary? 

A I can show it to yew, but I only havo that cno copy with 
mo. If I givo it to you I havo no other documont to baso my stato- 
monts on. 

Q * All right. I would liko to sea it. 

THE COlBtlSSIONER: 'nr. Amchan, tho sorgoant just informed mo 
that tho film runs out at h:k$, so no will have to stop at L:L$. 

A I would liko to havo this back. 

Q Now, Ft. Witness, this document that y<xi handod to mo, 
which ycu just tostified about, is that an original docunant taken 
free: tho files at Frankfurt Department R? 

A It is a copy which I had made in tho Vordingen plant. It 
is tho copy >f a copy which is available at Verdingon. 

Q Where is tho original of this document that you just hand. 

% • 

to me? 

A Such a notation usually has one original and several copl 
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3!9 o£ thoao g 0 #? 3 13 in ’ordineen and vas copied for rao thoro. 
Tho^foro, I'ppsJ assuuo that this copy is still in Verdingon. Where 
$8 i?» Which n^suffib^r vies with the Dopcrtnont n at Frank- 

Airt ? I can, of course, not toll you. 

Q And you hod this copy undo for you when? At tho tino of 
your affidavit? 

A naturally arourd that tino, yos. 

Q All right, and what other docunonts did you uso in ccnpiling 
this prediction chart for nothanol? 

A I have anothor eonpilotion, as I havo already said, from 
In (brigs haven, which covers tho yoar 1?37 and aftor. Of this compila¬ 
tion I also rocoivod ono copy for vysolf and tho original is in 
Uidrigshafon. 

Q May 1 soo that docunont? 

A If ywi ploaso. (Docunont handod to ccunsol.) 

Q Would yoi know whothor or not copios of ttaso documonts 
aro in tho TEA offico in Frankfurt? 

A I could not say that. 

Q Do you know whothor or not tho regular practico of Fflrbon 
was to sond such pro diction figuros to tho TEA offico in Frankfurt? 

A Tho TEA offico was an institution of Sparto II. 

Q Did ttay not gut tho figuros of prodiction in connection 
with Sparto I? 

A I kiww nothing about it, tat I hardly think so. I hardly 
think that thjy get then officially. 

Q What also did yew uso in ccrapiling those figuros on tho 
prediction chart for nothanol? 

A What I just said covers tho prediction — that is tho 
pro diction curve of this table. Then I needed then tho consumption 
of nothanol for explosives and that is on tho table at tho bottom, 

In tho right hand corner; that is tho heavily drawn red field. For 
this 1 had data prepared for ec by the DIG. « , /'”* 
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Q Toll ao how yx want about haring tho BAG prepare such 
data for ycu? 

J wr-te Schindler, whu* I tzjoa, end I caked hin to sivo 
ao tho corsuaption of uothanol for Haxosono. 

^ T)o ycu vo r copy >.f th3 latter you sent l!r. Schindlor? 
* Ke. It is possible that it is in ;y files, tut I don't 
have it with ao. I wes noro interested in tho inf option. 

U 1 thirk this wadd bo an cp .ropriate tine to suspend. 

THE a>!*TSSnrr.: We shell tciuj a recess until ton o'doc’.c 

tomorrow. 

(Tho Coenis^ijn adjau-nod until 1: Iky 1?1*8 at 1000 h-urs.) 
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Official Transcript of the American Military 
Tribunal in the natter of the United States 
of America against Carl Krauch, et. al. de¬ 
fendants. sitting at Nurriberg, Germany, on 
U May 19u3, 0900, Justice Shake presiding. 

THE :ja.lSHAL: The Honorable, the Aidges of Military Tribunal VI, 

Military Tribunal VI is not in session. God save the United States 
of Africa and this Honorable Tribunal. There will be order in the court. 

THE rlSDJJTs Hake your report, Mr. Marshal? 

THE iARSHAL: : : ay it please your Honors, all the defendants are 
present save the defendants Haefliger and Hoerlein, absent due to 
illness. 


THE ?.tiSIDSKT j ire there any announcements frco counsel this 
■orning? Mr. Prosecutor? 

HR. SfRXK-R: :ir. President, I have Just given the indox to the 


last full document — rebuttal doc 


book — and 


timo this morn¬ 


ing, as soon as we can get in contact with the filerocm and get the 
exhibits, we will be in a position to mark in the second rebuttal docu¬ 
ment book concerning Auschwitz. 

THE ..l-SIDEifT: You call our attention to it when you are ready and 


"o will hear you. 

Anything further, gentlemen? If not, the Tribunal has two or three 
rulings to announce. Judge Jiorris will speak for the Tribunal on one 
matter. 

JUD'J MORRIS i C*i March 22, 19ti8 Dr. Rudolph Dix, attorney for 
the defendant Heraann Schaitz, filed with the Secretary-Oenoral a motion 


to strike Prosecution Eaiubit 33^4, 
merit of the defendant, Hermann 9&L 


[-5187, so far as the state¬ 


's : A' 

\ 


*ber 17, 19b5 ia con¬ 


tained therein. • 

The defendant Schaitz hM [not'take^ the wi|tijf|s stand and has. 


therefore, not subjected 


&v.a 


The Prosecution rbchibit 33U is 


cross examination. 


defendant >'riedrich 


Hermann ter Meer in which the affiant purports to set forth the text 
of a written statanent made by the defendant Schmitz pertaining to 
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natters material to the issues in this case. 

The defencant Schaitz contends that his ,Airported statement should 
be stricken Iron the affidavit of the defendant ter Meer because ( 1 ) 
it was not voluntarily made and (2) it contained in an affidavit and 
affidavits may not be admitted in evidence. 

With respect to the first point, the defendant SchiLitz quotes this 
order of Military Govemaent No. 1 for the American Occupation Zone dated 
August 16 , 191*5 as follows i 

"The following offenses are pu.dshable by such penalty other than 
death as a military government court may impose." 

Paragraph 33 of that order is quoted as follows: 

"Knowingly making any false statement, orally or in writing, to 
any membur of or porson acting under the authority of the Allied forces 
in a matter of official concorn or in any manner defrauding or rofuslng 
to give inforaation required by Military Government." 

This Tribunal has ruled heretofore that a relevant statement of a 
defendant may be admitted in evidence against that defendant as an ad¬ 
mission against interost whether the defendant takes the stand or not, 
unloss tho statement was made undor such duress as to mako it appear, that 
it is not a voluntary statement of the dofondant. 

In this instance we have ro-exaained the record regarding tho atat o- 
wnt of tho defendant Schaitz and find that it is a voluntary statement. 

The defendant, however, contends that because of the order referred to, 
tho statement must be deemed to have been made involuntarily since under 
the terms of the order the defendant was required to answer questions put 
to him. 

There is no showing that Order Ho. 1 was called to the attention of 
the defendant Schaitz or that he knew of it or had it in mind when he made 
the statement in question. He does not contend in his showing, in 
support of the motion, th<.t he knew of the order or that it influenced him 
in making the statement. In fact, the circumstances disclosed by the rec¬ 
ord points to the contrary and it appears that the statement was made on 
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the part of the defendant Schalts of his own volition and without 
duress. 

The defendants' second point challenges the rule of this and other 

najor war crises tribunals that relevant affidavits are admissible in 

evidence if otherwise c cape tent. We adhere to that rule. The motion for 

8 

the defendant Schmitz is overruled. 

THE KLSIDSHT: Judge Hebert will sake a ruling for the Tribunal. 

# 

JUDO- HEBERT: Under date of April 1, 19b8 Dr. Karl Hoffmann, 

as attorney for the defendant von dor Hoyde, filed a motion requesting 

% 

that the Tribuial rule "that the fact of the extermination program of 
Jews, in spite of rumors and the Imowledge individual persons had about 
it, admits of no presumption ttwt each member of an organization declared 
criminal by the DC had knowledge about that and that it is for the pre- 
•ocution to prove specific knowledge in ovory single case. 0 

The motion suggests tha* a .reliiinary doclsion in tho nature of a 
ruling on this matter of law would servo to expodito tho trial of tho 
case. The Tribunal has had this motion under consideration. Zt amounts 
to a request to the Tribunal to enter at this time an interlocutary ruling 
of substantive law applicable to Count IV of tho indictment. 

Tho Tribunal exprossos no opinion as to the correctness or the in- 
corrjjtnoss of the matter of law here advanced at this tie. Ibis quostion 
will bo referred to consideration in the final Judgment. Moreover tho 
evidence on behalf of the defendant van dex: Hyde has been presented since 
the filing of tho motion so the motion filod by Dr. Hoffmann undor date 
of 1 April 191*8 is here and hereby overruled. 

THE rtlESIDiitfT: On behalf of the Tribunal, I shall announce a 
ruling on two motions filod by Dr. Lisuort on behalf of his client, the 
defendant Kuehne. The first motion was dated April 20 and refers to 
Exhibits 2072, 207U and 2079, introduced by the prosecution in the course 
of the c.oss-examination of tho defendant Kuehne. 

The second motion refers to Exhibits 206L through 2070, exhibit 
2073, Exhibits 2075 through 2078 and Exhibits 2080 through 2083. The 
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notion is in the alternative, asking the Tribunal to reject the enumera¬ 
ted exhibits as not being proper rebuttal or, if the motion is over¬ 
ruled, to provide certain relief tb the defendant with respoet to the 
exhibits, that I shall notice presently. 

The notion to striek the exhibits mentioned as being improper cross 

t 

examination or rubuttal is now overruled by the Tribunal. In the alter¬ 
native tho counsel has asked that if the motion is overruled, that the 
Tribunal make available to counsol all of certain of tho documents with 
respect to which only a part of tho documents wero offered in ovidenco 
by tho Prosecution. 

ka to the latter feature, tho defendant is entitled to offer tho 
entire document if it is pertinent, a* me the prosecution has offorod 
a part of the document. It is not necessary for tho Tribunal to mako 
a specific order for the processing of those documents. Thoy aro in 
the files and will be processed and made available to counsel for tho 
defondant in duo course if ho determines that he needs them. 

Now, just ono thing further* wo havo pending a motion to strike 
certain documents that arj found in the Prosecution's Document Book 92, 
which were documents that were offorod in rebuttal. The Tribunal will 
ask counsel for the prosecution to got into its hands by eight o' deck 
t era or row evening vh-tover it say have to say with rcforenco to why thoso 
documents should bo considered as proper rebuttal. The Tribunal will bo 
in chambers tomorrow evening. Tela ne*.d not bu a foroal motion but, 
if tho Prosecution wishes to aak« any representations boforo tho Tribunal 
rules, ploaso give us an informal memorandum of your views by that time 
bocauso tho Tribunal will expect to rulo as promptly as possible with 
respect to that motion. 
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If I nay anticipate for ore aceont, the Prosecution has announced 
that it will today offer another group of documents in the way of re¬ 
buttal which I think it has denominated as its Book 93. Wo shall oxpoct 
liko promptness on the part of counsel f-«r the defendants and ask thorn 
to sea that the Tribunal receives an inforaal memorandum of its reason 
nhy any or all of those documents should not b~- received’ as rebuttal by 
tho same hour, eight o'clock taaorrow ovoning. 

We realise that that is short notice, gentlemen, but wo foel that 
you are entitled to know as promptly as possible what documonts will bo 
or will not bo admitted in the rubcttal so that you may plan your own 
courso of action with r-socct to tho remaining features of tho trial. 

And, finally, may I remind counsel for tho Prosocutlon and defense 
allko of tho fact that there is going to bo a heavy burden imposed upon 
tho procosslng agencies with respect to arguments and briefs. Those 
documonts, as you gontlcmor. know, must bo translated and mimuographod and 
tho Tribunal would remind you again to remember your tire limitations 
and also to boar in mind that if you submit more argumontotivo material 
than you can use in your allotted timo, you are thoreby depriving yourself 
of facilitios that you shall no«-d when it comes to tho processing of your 
briefs. If you can limit your argreonta.tivu material to that which you 
will uso in tho courtroom and submit your arguments for processing within 
tho prop-r tano, tho Tribu al will do all that it can do in ordor to see 
that thor- ar- no delays on account of administrative difiicultios. 

If th-ru’eru no further armortceuonts, Dr. Siomurs, you way con¬ 
tinue, 

DR. SISCJBx (counsel for defendant von Schnitaler): Your Honors, 
in conclusion I wish to put threo questions to the witness in supplemen¬ 
tation to yesterday'3 examination. 

■flTHBUt DQJHM3 - Resumed 
DLRdCT EXAiCIiATICN (Continued) 

3Y DR. SLUMPS: 


Q. You hava correctly stated that the economic groups and tho 
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Reichsferuppo arc not official authorities. Since you have given us the 
entire picture, let us conclude it properly. Therefore, I shall put 
anoth-r two questions to you. Do you know who appointed the heads cf tho 
Economic and Uuichs^ruRje? 

A. The heads of the Economic and Ruichsgruppo were appointed by 

9 

the Reich tiinistry of Economics. 

Q. Hy second question is t:isi Were the heads of tho Economic 
Groups at tho sane tine hoads of the corresponding Reich offices? 

A. I don't know whether that was regularly the case but in the 
majority of casos they also held those official positions. 

Q. Could you tell no how it vas in the case of tho Economic Oroup 
Chants try? 

A. Yes. There, for instance, it was so. 

Q. Who was tho head of the Economic Group Chemicstry? 

A. Tho hoad? I am sorry j I can't tell you that at tho moment. 

SRttCH-R: I think I can avon save ays j If some cross oxanlna*- 

tion by stipulating with Dr. Sioaurs on this point. The head of tho 
Economic Oroup Chemistry was Dr, Claus Ungowitter and at tho tins 
Un^k,witter — I m^an the business manager, right? 

A. Yes, business manager. 

S. Si'lXHJRi And at tho same tine Ungewittor was hoad of tho 
Roichstollo Chcaio, Reich Office of Chemistry in tho Reich Ministry of 
Economics. 

A. Yos, that is correct. 

DR. SIEttiRS: I havo no further questions to tho witness. 

THE cR^SIDJrfT: Is thor- any further questioning of this witness 
on behalf of tho defense? 

Thon, Hr, Witness, you arc oxcused from further attendance. 

Ch, I ao sorry; I thought you had no further questions. Hr. Proso- 
cutor, I misunderstood you. 

HR. SFR_CH-.R: I said I could avoid seme questions by that stip¬ 
ulation because I want_d to aako that point clear among others. 
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Ta£ rRESIDEHT: I frankly admit I was on tho German channel hero 
and uy understanding was not too good. 

CRCSS OCAKTaTKjN 

BY It. SHUJEJR* 

Q. Dr. Docring, with respoct to the policy which tho Economic 

* 

Group* had to follow urderrvaath tho Rational Law for tho Regulation of 
Economics, did any orders tho Economic Groups rocoived ccoo through tho 
Roichsgruppe or did they case directly from tho Roich Ministry of Economics? 

A. I don't quite understand your question. Vihat do you mean by 
"orders." It is a matter ofcourac that tho directives of tho Ministry had 
to bo obo/od and in that case they always crane from tho Reich }Iiniatry 
of Econcai'.cs. 

Q. los, thvt is right. Row jy next qu-stion isi did any diroct- 
lvas from tho Roich iiioiftry of Economics that applied to tho Economic 
Groups, tho wtrtsciuats-grup^on, here to joss through tho Roichsgrupoon 
before they w«nt to tho Economic groups, the birtschaftsgruppon, or did 
thoy go dir-ctly fro* tho HWi'.? 

A. With respoct to natters nfc.ch concerned the field of the 
Economic Group, they could cone dorm directly, but in general questions 
thoy had to go through tho Reich Ministry of Economics and wore then sunt 
to tho Roichsgroup. 

Q. Whan tho Economic Oroups performed any functions on bohalf 
of tho Reich Ministry of Economics or in which the Roich Ministry of 
iconccuc3 was interested, did tho Economics Groups forward those materials 
through tho Roich Group Industry or did they send them directly to tho 
Ministry of Economics, or don't you know? 

A. If tho Roich Ministry of Economics asked for mt-rial from 
the Economic Groups thoy prob=bly sunt it directly. If an opinion was 
to be expressed on general questions, then tho Roich Group Industry would 
ask tho oconceuc Oro. .3 for the r.levant information and would thon pass 
the collected mat-rial on to the R-ich Ministry of Economics. 
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Q. How, did you personally know anything about what tho individual 
31 Economic Grorps n'irtschaftagruppen, ware doing or wore not doing in 
connection with mobilisation questions? 

A. Ko. 

Q. You did not know about that? 

A. Ho. 

Q. How, boforc the National Law for tho Regulation of Economy 
was passed, or boforc Hitler adopted tho so-called Gicichschaltungs 
Program, did your old organisation, tho old Reichsverband dor Deutschun 
Industrie, tho old Reich Association of Goman Industry — did that havo 
to follow tho directives of tho Reich iiinistry of Economics boforo 
Hitler? 

A. You can't put it that nay. Opinions wore often askod from 
tho old Reich Association which w^re then ndhorod to by tho Roich Uinlstxy 
of dconom\cs. Actual directives, hewover, wore never issuod. 

Q. . You mean no directives war- issued by the Economic Agoneios 
of tho Weimar Ro pub lie to tho R^ichsvurtoand? Is that correct? 

A. lib 11, those questions go back a lung way and I told you that 
I didn't know vury much about the organisation. Your question is very 
difficult to answer. 

Q. All right. Now, you mentioned something about soma g-ntluaon 
who may or mey not have boon typical Kasis, in your opinion, during 1933- 
*<hon did you Join tho Party? 

A. In Hay 1933. 

Q. That is right. Thank you. 

iB. SPILTH it t No further questions. 

THE Anything further, Dr. Sicmers? 

Dil. SLf No further questions. 

TK& FRSXD37T: T.Jon, Hr. Yfitmss, you are now excused iron furthor 
attorxjanco. 
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DS, SIEfSS: (Counsel for defendant von Schnitzler)r That con¬ 
cludes the presentation of evidence on behalf of ny client Dr. von 
Schnitzlor, with the exception of one docunent book, which was already 
approved by «kdg& tiorroll and which will be handed in later. 

THS rSISIDSKTj Very wgll. Dr. Sioners. 

9 

DR. RUD0I7 DEC: (Counsel for dofendant Schmitz): 'four Honors, be¬ 
fore commencing ny prosontation of ovidonco on bohalf of tho dofendant 
Schmitz, I should like to put a question concerning procedure to you 
which arises fren the ruling Just announced by Judge Morris. Since 
ny motion has been rejoctod, the situation stnds at the foraer ruling 
of tho TVibu..al to the ofjoct that affidavits will not bo considered in¬ 
sofar as they incri-iinatj other defendants, 

I do recall, however, fcv-t at tho v.ry boginning of tho trial when 
this question was discussed once boferj the Irosidunt told us that after 
it had b&on ascertained th--t the dofendant concwmod will not tako tho 
witness stand, tho entire Dofunse had to Baku specific notion that such 
off id wits not bo considered insofar as they contain Incriminating 
ovidonco against other defendants; because that occurred a long tino 
ago and thoro was scoo confusion betvoon tho notion and tho decision, 

I think it is oxpodiont if I ask tho Tribu; al now whether ny recollection 
is correct as I have stated it. And, if so, is it permissible for mo to 
put tho motion at this point. 

Naturally, I would do that in writing and I would mention to tho 
Tribunal tho oxact oxhibits of those affidavits whiqh arc concerned 
with rospoct to this question. Only affid vits of tho defendants Lr.uton- 
8 chlau£i«r, von SchnitsL.r and Schmitz are conc_rnod. 

T!S I-.UJID.JOTt Dr. Dix, I thin!.* you do properly understand what 
the Tribunal indicated. Perhaps tho confusion in your mirri is duo to 
tho fact that, I on qot sure — I don*t bcliov. it wa3 you, perhaps somo 
other counsel started to make- a notion of that kind tho other day and I 
suggested on behalf of tho Tribunal that there is no way for us to know 
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that sccc defendant who has not yet testified might tako the witness 
stand. 

LJt mu suggest that one motion of that character bo prepared and 
file, and I may say to you that tho Tribunal will withhold ruling on tho 
motion until wo are about to close tho evidence, and then wo shall rulo 
on it. Scoc of you might perhaps change ’your mind and then that would 
make confusion on tho record end it would bo explicated to untanglo what 
wo had done. So, I think you do have tho correct understanding of what 
our ruling was, and if you will see, on behalf of tho Defense counsel, 
that the proper motion is placed on filo, we can assure you that wo will, 
befor- we close th- evidenco, rule on tho motion as w 0 have indicated wo 

o 

would. And that will tako care of tho whole thlr* for all conc-rnod. 

DJXx Tou. I shall net accordingly and I shall only 

put in my motion at tho end of tho presontation of ovidenco or at such 
time whon it will bo ascertained that none of the defendants will tako 
tho witness stand. 

THE rRJSIDarr! lou can assuac in tho mentis* that tho dofondants 
will not testify, and prepare your notion. But Just as a matter of pro¬ 
tection, tho Tribunal will not rulo on it until n u are about roa.dy to 
close tho case whon wo know from tho record what defendants have not 
testified. 

DR. DIXi I shall now start my presontition of docuaents. Tho 
first docun-nt will be Exhibit Ho. ,2. I should liko to point out that 
up to this point ry docu^nt and odilbit nuabers have alw.^ys been tho 
same. 

This is a document of a Vorstand auabor of th6 Duutscho 3ank, 

Hermann Abs, who sinco l&O has bc.n a uwab.r of tho Aufsichtsrat of tho 
I.G. Farbe nindustrie• Tha Tribunal will recall — 

THE rRESIDENT: Pardon ao. Dr. Bix, will that boar Exhibit No. 

?2? 


DR. QIX: las 
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1 KB MSIDattt Thank you. 


DU. DIX: Document and exhibit r.icbors have always boon tho same 


so far. 


THE HlsSOEIfT: Thank you. 

Dit. DIX: The Tribunal will recall that tho Deutsche Bank was 

9 * * 

tho loading bonking organisation for the disposal of I.G. shares and 
loands. Thu connections, ther^for^, were particularly close. 

Your Honors, it w.s ay int-ntion to call this Kr. Abs as a witness 
into this courtroaa. I aa sure ho would have boon a very interesting 
witness. Since, hewrover, ho intended a trip abroad, I had to obtain 


his testimony by 


of an affi. ;.vit. Khen tho affidavit was sub¬ 


mitted, it proved to bo so well prepared, so w u ll thought out, that, in 
the interests of time, it see«:d to bo to be superfluous and oven 
cumulative to coll Hr. Abs horo as a witness in addition to that affi¬ 
davit. This offid vit, th-refore, will suffice for mo. • This rather 
oxtensivu affid_vit deals at first with the position of *ir, Abs toward I. 
0. Farbon. Ho thon duals with Farb-n's finance policy, vhich is tho 
particular doportaont of which my client was in charge. 

Ho then go_s on to discuss the loan rvjgoti .tions and, in partic¬ 
ular, tho plan of the dismantling of tho concern which was planned 
by ochaitz. Then he discusses tho attitudo of tho Farbon Vorst.nd, and 
in particular th .t of ray client as tho man in charge toward the shares 
which wore in tho possession of the smaller people. And, what is v_ry 
important, ho also discusses tho position of Farb-n abroad and towards 
tho foreign countries. Then he speaks of my client's position in tho 
Third Reich and his attitudo toward the prevailing regime. Finally, ho 
discusses tho significance of w, Schnitz's position as a nonb^r of tho 
Advisory Council and the Cocoittoo of the Deutsche Ruichsbank. Tho 
Prosecution has attached significance to that aecbership which it does 
net deserve. 

Abs has been a noeb-r of tho Vor stand of the Dc-utscho Bank since 
Harch, 1937, as ho explains in his affidavit. In particular, ho doalt 
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with tho foreign business of that bank. For that reason, as ho explains 
on past, 1 of his affidavit, ho was elected into tho Aufsichtsr \t of 
Farben in 19U0. In his v_ry detailed explanations about tho financo policy 

i 

of Farben of Tftich my client was in charge he states many intorosting 
natters with regard to the autonomous fipancing and thu ccnbination bo- 
tv»e-n capital increases and captial adjustments. That is to say, tho 
increase of tho nominal c apital by use of reserves aft„r taxos and 
depreciations. 

Ho discusses capital adjustments and regular increases by tho uso 
of new capital. All those r„ry interesting explanations should bo roadj 
they are too detailed to present then bore. 
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His indications cn pages three and four arc inportant. Ho says 

that tho very careful troataont of tho so-callod capital adjustment by 

Dr. Schmitz shoes that he in no way prepared actively the outbreak of war 

or was opti m istic about its conclusion. On the other hand, ho proved 

by the precautions he took, by availing hi:isclf of all tho possibilities 

within the lair that ho wanted to use all his rosorves in order to moot 

» # 

tho conscquonccs of-war which ho foresaw in his pessimism. This is 
relevant in connection with Count Cno of tho indictnont. 

On page 6 and tho foil (wring pages his description is interesting 
with rospcct to Lfr. Scimitz'a constant consideration to docontralizo 
Farben, which liad bocouo too largo for him, Ito, as it is stated, intended 
to decrease tho also of Farben by disposing of souo shares of cortain plants. 
Tnia provoa that it is wrong to designate him as o.w of tho prcootors of 
tho over-incroasing extent of Farbon. Abs tolls us of tho contrary. 

On pages 6 and 7 ho gives a character description and ho spooks of 
tho social and otliical character, of cy client; ho spooks of tho enro ho 
oxorcisod with respect to tho snail shareholders. He spooks of his very 
considerate cooperation with tho various bania, his consideration with 
r«.apoct to interests of tho snail shareholders and with respect to oooh 
having his vote. 

On page 3 ho describes his oxporioncos during tho status quo 
negotiations with foreign countries, ito says t!iat tho foreign creditors 
of ton wanted to bring about an cxclinngo with respect to tho credits, and 
soys again and again it was tried to obtain a bettor debtor, to got Farbon 
as a dobtor, bccauso, as ho says Farben was considered to be second to 
nono abroad, and it was always considorod that their credit capacity could 
not be surpassed. 

On page 9 there is an explanation which sh nia tho considerable 
international interests of Farben, and in particular of Schmitz with 
whom those negotiations wore node. He explains his absolute interest 
in the maintenance of poacc. 

Very relevant in that connection is his description, at tho bottom 
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of page 9, that Sci units in particular knew how to keep tho Party mentors 
out of tho edmnistrative organizations of Farben. Jfc onphasized that 
Far bon always tried to keep their Jewish Aufsichtsrat ambers as long 
as it was nt all -possible. 

On page 10 ho makes a statement which socus to me to bo particularly 
important for the natives of ay client with respect to the contributions 

9 I v 

he made. According to tho affiant's Jim experience, thoso aro sufficient 
indications for ay client's attitude. Abo states chat everybody who hold 
an exposod position, such as Schnitz's, uns also subject to constant 
dangors in view of tho Party's nentallty and that of its loaders. At 

the end ho says, and I quote: 

\ 

"I think I can state froo ay own experience that tho international 
relationships of a Gcraan in an laportant position in oconccy was a 
sourco of constant danger for hin. It c^cnt that i» was continually 
and carefully watched. In 19U2 it was onckavorod by tlw Party to malco 
bonks dependent on tho Party by rosoving personalities who woro considered 
by tho Party os being untenable, a:xi by the appointment of non with Party 
political intorosts. The Party and thoir followers never had tho slighost 
thought that Schaitz was a parson reliable with rcspoct to tho position 
in tho Aufsichtsrat of tho Deutsche Bank." 

On pago 11, under paragraph 7, ho aperies of tho insignificance of 
tho General /advisory Council of the Doutscho l-oiclisbank. 

That is essentially tho contents of this affidavit wliich I subnit for 
the particular attention of tho Tribunal. 

DR. lfiJLTE: I an sorry to interrupt; lour Honors, the defendant 
lir. Uann i3 now waiting to be escorted to tho Comission whoro a witness 
will bo heard at ton o'clock, 'by I ask that the Tiarshal bo directed 
to escort hin there? 

DR. SflCiOl: Ur. President, I nako the sane application on behalf 
of Dr. 3uctefisch who also has to attend a Cesuissioner's hearing at 
ten o'clock. 

TH2 PRS SIIKR Ti Tho defendants Limn and Bectofisch will be excusod 
to attend the Cco n issioner's hearing. 
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DR. DU. (Counsol for defendant Sctaitz): Iho next docurent, Ho. 73, 
sill also boco.o Exhibit 73. This is an affidavit of the personal 
physician of ay client. Dr. Bloch—no. Dr. Singer. Dr. Bloch was tho 
forrwr personal physician, and singer was his successor. 

I should lil:e to road this affidavit in its essential points. I 
don't think I have to quote it; I should Ju3t 2i;:c to point to pago 2 
of the affidavit “hero tho affiant claias to be particularly acquainted 
with ly client's political attitude becauso a jotiont is noro ready to 
confide in his physician than to onyono also. At the lot too of page llj ho 
ho arrivos at tho c inclusion and I quo to: "In mcvjous confidential 
ci. t vorsatio.is ho revealed to uo his innoraost feelings and strongthonod 
zy cxiviction dram freu tho knowlodgo of his career that Hitlor's ©notional 
conceptions aul ‘casvrcu wo dianotxlcally opposed to his principles and 
idoas, and caused hla o uoral revulsion. Barely iiavu I scon o person in 
such a ouotionaiv- shaken state of uind ao Schuitz was on tho noming 
f jllowxng tho burning of tho Jortsh synagogues in -bvxjbcr, 1938." 

On Page 16 tho affiant describe the ix>tivoc of iihy Setaits wonted 
at least not to sever cortai.i oxternal connections botwoon the Party and 
tho Roich authorities. T is rofors to Schuitz«s aoubonhip in tho Roiclv- 
stag and his activity in tho iTusu of Gorunn Art, It;us dor Deutschun 
(Kunst) 

On page 16 ho coys tiiat ho did that only to protect tho interests 
n'uich woro entrusted to hia and to protect hSj own porson, that ho was 
c^Pdlcd to hide his basic opposition to tho Uaxx ro&Lao and to uaintair. 
at least an external contact. 

At tho ond t!aro is a nodical finding, and I think that is of sane 
value in vim/ of tho motion I node which led to a: order by tho Tribunal 
to have qy client radically exaedned. It is c fear which olaost bordors 
on paranoia with which uy client was alaost always burdened. Ik; quotes: 

". or nany years I was a witness of ay client suffering nentally and 
Physically. It becano a lonely sufferer froc t yran nical denands." 

This brings ac to tho ond of ty presentation, and I shall now subnit 
Docunent 7lu This will becooe Exhibit Ho. 7U. It is an affidavit of 
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'.Tilholn von Flucggc, In explanation of this affiants character I night 
say that Fluoggo raa confined by the Gestapo in connection with tho 
revolution of tiio 20th of July, 19UU, up to the tine of the German 
cjllapse. This affiant is a character witness, speaking on behalf of 
ay client. In particular, he describes the environment which influenced 
hin, and among then ho mentioned Ur. lfcrtsn, with vrhon tho Tribunal will 
be sufficiently acquainted, and also Richard von Ibcllondorf, the woll- 
kn-im international ccjncnist. fto describes this nan in detail in his 
affidivit, and he shows that becauso of his dasporation about tho National 
Socialist rogix*o by cardtting suicide. 

Ho thon explains how Bosch and Jarnboldt influenced ay cliont 
c msidorably* 

I think that will suffico in that connection. 

Tho next document will bo Mo. 75, Sxhibit 75, an affidavit of tho 
forcvir Staotapraosident of Tfuorttoaborg during tho tino of tho tfolaor 
Ropublic. Ho was married to a "non-Aryan," os tlvoy used to say in 
phrcsoolocy tho Third Hoich, and for that reason ho oodgratod in 1939. 

This affidavit emphasises, anong other natters, that Bosch as wo 11 ns 
Schultz assisted hin and his wife in every possiblo uay whon ho hod to 
loavu Gomany. It nay bo interesting to note his concise statement in 
the next to the last paragraph on pago Is "Dut ho was lacking tho ability 
to fom a political judgcoont." 
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DR. DIX: And then we turn to a very illustrative affidavit of 
our colleague Friedrich Silcher, who was the Chief of the legal De¬ 
partment of Farben Mtf 7. He describes the characteristics of occurrence 
pertaining to Geheimrat Schmitz attitude toward the Jewish question. 

In the Reichsgesetzblatt there appeared a decree pertaining to 
the Jewish' status of various people and* what companies were to be regarded 
as Jewish and which were regarded as "arian". It was then stated that 
even if one Jew was a center of the Aufsichtsrat it would be considered 
that he had Jewish caapany. He naturally reported that natter to his 
boss as a natter of duty. Mr. Schmitz, whereupon Mr. Schmitz violently 
stated, "Are you in any way opposed to be active in a Jewish Canpany?". 

You can read the rest. I do not think I gave this document an exhibit 
numbor. It will beccne Exhibit Ho. 76. 

Now we shall turn to 77, which will also boccme Exhibit 77, 
excerpts from the minutes of various Vorstand meetings from which it la 
apparent that again and again choitz emphasised the noeossity for striot 
econaay and caution in regard to the new investments. Wo can dispenso 
with any further reading of that document. 

Then we hove Documont No. 78, Exhibit 78j it is a copy of a 
letter of Dr. Walter Hoyer, who until 19L5, was head of the Central 
Committee of Fartjpn. This letter is dated 23 °ctcbwr, 1936. It shows 
that the Chief of the National Socialist ftbllc Wolfaro Organization, 

NSV, Hilgenfeldt, criticized the Farben contribution to the Winter Aid 
as not boing in proportion to its size. You will find that in paragraph 
2, page 1. He printed to the contribution of the Rhine-Weatphaelischos 
Coal Syndicate, which was very considerable. 

Mr. Sprecher just pointed out to me that there was a mistake in the 
translation. I said he was "Head of the Central Coranittee" which was 
translated in the index as "Chief 11 . Actually, he was merely the "head" 
of the office. 

Now we turn to Document 79 which I can introduce cn bloc up to and 
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including Exhibit 83. That is to say, 79 up to and including 83. These 
documents will bear the corresponding exhibit numbers. I do not really 
need to repeat them all of the tine, because the document, niribers are 
always the same as tho exhibit numbers. 

I submit theso documents for the following reasons. The Prosecution 
presented material on the Sudeten contribution of 100,000 marks, and 
500,000 narks, and the inpress ion may be created as if in the case of 
these contributions we are concerned with contributions whioh arose fren 
Farben's own iniative. In order to prove that this opinion is erroneous, 
these documents are being introduced into evidence. The Farben files 
about those events are, unfortunately, no longer available. If they 
were, this matter could be proron on the strength of those documents. 

Document 79, for instance, proves that tho files wero still avail¬ 
able at Griesheia after the Goman collapso, and that they wero prosonted 
to Aaorican Agencies. Tho document also shows that they aro no loi^or 
available today, . 

Documents 80 to 81 show, goivurally, that so-called central contri¬ 
butions were not duo to Farben's initiative, but that they woro duo to 
solicitations by party or st.-te agoncios, directed to any ono Farben 
offico. In order to avoid that ovary individual Farben offico was 
separately approachod, tho I.G. Farbonindustrlo decided to centrally 
settle theso emtters. 

In sunsaary, this document is being submitted in order to provo 
that oven this Sudeten contribution was within tho framework of a general 
solicitation of funds under tho nano of NSV, National Socialist Riblio 
tfelfaro Agoncy, an organization which approached overy single member of 
tho Go man population. . 

Document No. 83, in particular, shows another examplo of a contri¬ 
bution, the Austrian contribution. Nhenover tho official agencies wanted 
sorno contributions, Farbcnindustrio always wanted to be Informed in detail 
about the necessity of such contributions and their disposition. If a 
party organization was collecting such contributions they rented to know 
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that they were clwayg us<,-d for social and charitable purposes, and never 
for political purposes. So ouch for these documents, 79 up to 83, 



Document No. 3*; rti'ch will be .Exhibit 8U, is the affidavit of 
Dr. Pistor. It refers to tie tcstiuory of Dr. Struss, in so far as he 
mentions Gehoinrat Schsiitz, I should like to quote tho relevant passage 
which I consider important: 

"Herr Schmitz hold a very suspicious attitude toward such matters, 
for one, kr. Schmitz would not havo been competent for such a gonoral 

decision. In addition, I remember exactly that Schmitz was particularly 

§ 

cautious with respect to tho fiold of magnesium, and its alloys, sinco 
its dovolopaent had ruquirud an unusually high expenditure, and ho also 
displayed this caution towards the now project". So much for No. 81i. 

Tho next Documents, 85, which will boar Exhibit number 85, 

86 samo Exhibit number, and 37 cr.n also bo introduced on bloc. Those aro 
■inutos of Aufsichtsr.t meetings whore Schmitz, by an order of tho 
Vorstrnd and in lino with his legal obligations, reported to tho Auf- 
slchtsr't about tho precoding businoca hero. 

Tho Prosecution has dosignated thoso passages of tho roport whoro 
Schmitz reported on tho labor question, and the employment of foroign 
workers and prisoners of war, as an order issued by Schmitz. 

The samo opinion is found in tho indicteont, as woll as in tho 
Trial Briof. I am submitting thoso documents in ord-r to provo firstly 
how such Vorstand reports wore drawn up, and furthermore, to show that 
Schmitz, in his position as spokesman on behalf of tho entiro Vorstand, 
only reported on tho basis of tho individual Farbun agencies. Ho did not 
issue any order for tho future, but merely reported on s croc thing which 
had occurred in tho past. 

This brings us up to 87. * I shall now turn to 88. I shall intro- 
duco 88 up to aid including 90 togwth^r. They will bear tho corresponding 
exhibit numbers. I off^r this document as additional proof to the 
proof which alrc dy has boon brought in my opinion, that the contributions 
of 100,000 Reichsmarks free 19Ul to 19ii3, were contributions for tho 
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windows and orphans of 3S men who had died during the war, and it is 
also proven that they were actually usod for that purpose. 

It will be sufficient if the members of the Tribunal will read 
those documents, and tho proof will easily boccraa apparent from the 
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I shall now turn to 91* This is an affidavit of Dr, Albrecht 
Weiss, and it will boar the sane Exhibit ruaber. The Tribunal knows 
Ur, Weiss, frea ay former document books. He was the head of the 
Personnel Deportment of Farbcn, Iudwigshafen. Ho tolls us about tho 
so-called Herman Schaitz Foundation which was sot up on the occasion 
•f tho 60th birthday of ay client, by dacision of tho Vorstand. 

The purposo of this Foundation was the support and the assistance 
of orphans of workers and oaployeos who wero killed in action. Horo 
again era have his ethical hobby, - if I nay call it that, - to care 
particularly for orphans and for widows. In thoso cases his boart was 
always vory opon. 

Thon thoro is tho docision of tho Vorstand in connection with 
tho 25th Anniversary of Schaitz sorvico for Farb«n. Tho Foundation was 
oxtondod to ovory orphan child of Farbon. Each of thoso children had to 
rccoivo 100 narks per year up to thoir 18 th year. Tho witness calculated 
that in 19hl and 19UU 1,300,000 narks wore paid and I night put tho 
quostion, "Was Schaitz to cxcopt tho widows and orphans of SS non who 
wor« killed in action?" 

I now turn to Document No. 92, Exhibit 92, which doals with tho 
problem of Schaitz* ncobwrship in tho Roichatag. Tho affidavit originator 

I 

fran tho former Ministorialrat Dr. Hans Olcbke, who is now troasuror in 
the city of Achon. Ho was a high official of the Ministry of tho Intorior, 
tho Russian Ministry of the Intorior, and thon tho Roichs Minister of 
the Interior, particularly during tho years 1932 until 193ii, "hon ho was 
tho head of tho Constitutional Department of that Ministry. 

Tho witness roporta how tho list of the candidates for tho first 
Reichstag of tho Third Reich was drawn up. The Third Reich, as wo 
know, was dominated by tho on6 Party systeo. Ho says that a nuntoor 
of praninont parsons froa various circles of tho population not belong¬ 
ing to tho party woro included and listed as guest reprosontatives. 

"It is known to no," he says, "That Goho inrat Schaitz belonged to 
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I should like to moke a §art of argumentative remark. Hero 

% 0 

again we have the samo matter Goaring and his followors wanted to gain 
more prostigo* They Wanted to show the horld, "Just look at tho 
prooinont persons wo have in our midst". That is how the Staatsraoto 
wore appointed* Tho unfortunate conductor Furtwaenglor who had nothing 
to do with tho regime, one morning woke up and held the position of 
Staatorat, and in the somo way, many people woke up one bright morning 
and woro members of tho Reichstag. 

I shall now turn to Documont 93, bearing the same Exhibit number. 
This affidavit originates freo an onployoo of Farben. Ho comoa from 
tho control office at Frankfurt-on-tho-Main, and ho confirms in that 
affidavit, that tho onclosed is a truo copy of tho lottor which ccrooo 
from tho chairman of tho Vorwaltungarrt Farben to Goheimrat Schmitz, 
Duisburg. In this letter Gchoinrat Ifciisborg as Qioilman of tho Vorwalt- 
ungsrat of Farb«n, informs Schmitz that tho Vorwaltungsrat has agrood 
tbit Schmitz should accopt tho itoichstag Position offored him".- 

Exhibit and Document 9b, is part of the saoo aubjoct matter. This 
is on oxcurpt froa tho book, "Dcr Orossduetscho Roichstog", which shows 
that Goheimrat Schmitz was not a nernbor, but rather a guost of tho faotlon 
of tho NSDAP. 

Tho next affidavit, from tho saoo Krorzsuollor, is Exhibit 95. It 
is a circular lottor of tho faction hoad of the NSIAP, Reichstag faction. 
Thoro is an attachod copy which shows tho complete insignificanco and 
lack of influonco of tho Reichstag representatives in tho political field. 
Tho Reichstag in reality was nothing but a "Singing and Athletic Associa¬ 
tion" as it was callod popularly. 

96 will becaao Exhib it 96. It is an affidavit of Mr. Zangon, 
■oil-known to us by now. He was properly designated by tho witness who 
appeared here yesterday as tho ho ad of tho Reichsgruppo Industry. Ho 
speaks concerning tho appointment of Schmitz to the inner advisory Council 
of tho Roichsgruppe Industry, and his activities on tho Advisory Council. 
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The witness confirms that Schmitz' interest was only very slight and ho 
only participated in discussions when it pertained to his own field of 
work , - that is, financial matters. 

In summary I offer 97 and 98 cn bloc. These affidavits show that 
Schmitz, froa tho niddlo of 19U3, hardly ever left Hoidelborg for roasons 
of failing health and for that foraor» did not re-establish his contact 
with Farbon aguroies. Th4s, I think, is of significance with rospoct 
to his information pertaining to events outside of Farbon. 

Now we turn to Docu: n* No. 99, which is an affidavit of tho 
Prokurist FronUol. Tho wltnoss ccoparos tho donations of my client from 
his porsonal fur*! for lfbO to 19Ui, wit tho net income ho derived in 
tho sfiso period freo I s pa^ofossional activities. He arrives at tho 
following results, /jeorying to tho compilations of his social donations 
thoy onountud to a; proxii. atuly 7000 marks loss than his incomo from his 
position os Chojfr.ian al tho Vorstrnd. He cxproescs again, that tho 
figures only arcludo contributions made by Gohoiarat Schmitz out of his 
o»m Kuna. ^y do n<»t includo tho suras of tho company. Thon thoro is 
anothor chcxactcr witness, an affidavit *rich tolls about his attitudo 
toward ttv c lurch- *t is an affidavit of his parson, and shows his 
attitude and hia zillingnoss to holp. 

This bring*, us to tho end of Docuacnt Book No. $. Up to now, 
tho oxhibit nunbo rs and tho document makers wore always tho samo. If 
now, honour, I Jtntroducc tho supplement voluao to Book 5, this happy 
situation would c’.iar^o, because these supplements wore finished later 
than Doovawnt 8/t>ok 6. I shall bow to tho wish of tho Tribunal; if the 
Trilsmyai wish-J | ac to maintain tho sequence, I shall submit Book VI 
an£ op then Bo ok V. If, howovor, tho Tribunal will prefer for mo 
to go on to V I shall change the sequence of tne Exhibit mrnburs, and 
I shall strxt; with V. 

• THE PR2SIDEOTJ Tou may Just uso your own pleasure about the 
matter, Dr % Dix, end before you start on the next book I think wc will 

13339 


h Uay - M-LU-64i-Steirart (Int. Ranler) 

Court VI - Caao VI 


tako our recess. 

Juot a maaent, ploaso. 

UR. SFRECHER: I haro the exhibits and porhapa I night tako 



five minutes out lator. 

THE PRESIDENT* Irradiate ly after tho recebs wo will poradt 
you to irxtrcduco your exhibits, Ur. Sprocher, and Dr. Dix may thon rosuno. 
The Tribunal will nm rise. 

(TRIBUNAL IN RECESS FCR FlfTEEN MINUTES*) 


13 »« 






li May - M-LU-S-l-Mills (Int. von Schon) 
Court VI - Case VI 


THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal ie again in session. 

HR. SffiECHER* Mr. President, we just wanted to raise one thing 
which we had mentioned to you last week. It appears that the commissioner 



can not possibly hear even the very limited number of affiants that the 
prosecution is calling at this time and would like your attention directed 
to the appointment of another ccoaissioper again. 

THE PRESIDENT: We just learned that a masent ago and also we 
are disturbed to know that there is seme problem about facilities for a 
commissioner which we are going to make our position clearly understood 
concerning. By the way, wo have arranged for Mr. Mulroy to act as a 
commissioner in some hearings, but I think because of tho state of our 
record we should put on the record the names of the witnesses to hear 
ard whon you can, if you w*ll eupply me with the naaos of the witnesses, 

1 will dictate the ordor. 

MR. SKffiCHER: Thank you, Mr. President. Then in our Document 
Book 93 thero are a maber of — 

• DR. SSIDLi Mr. Proaidont, this afternoon there is a session of 

# 

the commission. Tne defendants Duorrfold and Amoros ask to be excusod 
fran the afternoon session hero. 

THE RUSIDBfT: That will be entirely satisfactory. 

MR. SffiECfGR: Referring to Prosecution Document Book 93, our 
second rebuttal book, we aru now prepared to mike those documents in 
evidonce subject to the rulings which lour Honors made tho other day# 

NI 11938 will become Prosecution Exhibit 2199; NI 15U*8, Exhibit 2200; NI 
11787, Exhibit 2201; NI 10815, Exhibit 2202, NI 15252, Exhibit 2203; NI 
10818, Exhibit 220U; NI 15152, Exhibit 2205; NI 15253, Exhibit 2206; 

NI 15256, Exhibit 2207, NI 1525U, Exhibit 2208. Now, Your Honors, with 
respect to the next group of affidavits I have just one brief remark. 

Ne are planning to offer only those affidavits of the defense affiants 
"ho would be called before the ccsaaissioner concerning Auschwitz, and 
that would save a reproduction problem# Those would be used in cross- 
examination in any event, Nl 11*287 will bee coo Prosecution Exhibit 2209; 
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MI 8909, Prosecution Exhibit 2210; NI 1161*3, Exhibit 2211. I believe 
Dr. Nelte withdrew his affidavit from the next affiant and temporarily 
we will skip over that and tako no position about it. Then the next — 

I'm sorry, I meant Dr. Seidl. I said Dr. Kelts. The next one is NI 
15127 and that will bee one Prosecution Exhibit 2212. The one I skipped 

9 i 

over was 9817* Then 1521*8 will becoee Prosecution's Exhibit 2213; 1521*9, 
Prosecution Exhibit 22Ui, HI 11*1*90, Prosecution Exhibit 2215; NI 
11*1*91, Prosecution Exhibit 2216; NI 1521*5, P**osecution's Exhibit 2217, 

NI 1521*6, Prosecution's Exhibit 2218; NI 151*27, Prosecution Exhibit 2219; 
NI 15250, Prosecution's Exhibit 2220. That concludes that book. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, since sens defense counsel nay now be 
prosont that wero not hore this morning, at the opening of Court, porait 
me to ropeat, on behalf of the Tribunal, that if there are to bo any 
objections to the introduction of tho docunonts jist offered by tho 
prosecution out of its rebuttal Book 3, tho Tribunal will oxpoct to have 
an informal memorandun that rvaod not clear through processing channels 
by eight o'clock tomorrow ovening, and if porchanco you gontlemon aro em¬ 
barrassed about getting us a monorandua in English, we have made our 
own arrangements for a translator so that wo will be able to handle your 
German memorandum without any difficulty. 

DR. DEC: Ur. Pfrcsidont, the ruling which you made this morning 
on this point,and the addition should bo made known to the dofonso coursol 
on the bulletin board. 

Sinco tho Tribunal has given we certain libortios, I prefer to 
select the objectivu series of exhibit mashers and I shall now offer 
the supplement to my Book 5# NiabuT 108 will bo Exhibit 101. This is 
an affidavit of Dr. Kruogor,*a witness wheo the Tribunal already knows. 

He worked for Parbon since 1928 and was lost head of the Central Finance 
Administration. He reports on the method of work of Ur. Schmitz as he 
knows it frcca his constant personal contact with him. The raothod of work 
of Ur. Schmitz in his functions as chairman of tho Vorstand. And here 
again ho emphasizes his main characteristic, his modesty and roserve. Ha 
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says th3t he never governed In tho sense of active interference. He 
granted his colleagues great independence and never interfered with thoir 
work. And then he says s cod thing else in which we are also interested — 
that Sc halts, in view of his international activity, spent a largo part 
of his tine abroad, and he suss up in conclusion as follows* It may large- 

9 

ly be ascribed to the duioc ratio r^giae and aethods of work pro vailing 
in tho I.G. Vorstand that a nan like Schndta, who had no desire to assort 
h in so If and was canplotoly unassuning, and showed a lack of ambition in 
problems which did not concern his t*m province, was nevertheless highly 
respected as chairman of tho Vorstand and was sblo to perform many usoful 
and bonoficial doods.“ 
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Now, Document 109 which will bo Exhibit 102. It's an affidavit of a 
lir. Doncker, head of the Central Accounting Office in Far ben since 1931- 
Ho reports first of all on the auditing system of the annual balance 
sheets of the concerns and the distribution of these reports. Ho says that 
this bulk of reports was sent to Schmitz' offico mostly for statistical 

0 0 

purposes and that, of course, Schmitz was in no position to read all thoso 

# * 

reports and thoy did not conjom hi* individually and he, Dencker, sent 
a special auaraary ro.x>rt to Schmitz, a briof analysis of tho cost essen¬ 
tial points of thoao gonoral roports. 

Now, wo ccoo to 110 which will bo Exhibit 103. This is an affidavit 
of Pastor Roohrich tho hold a loading position in tho Confossional Church. 
Just liko tho affidavit of the minister in the previous book, ho speaks f 
of Schmitz' positive attitude toward Christianity and toward tho church 
and ho closoa with tho r*>rds: “tTnonovcr I met Gohoimrat Schmitz, I oould 

0 

not fail but havo tho iupresaion that in accordanco with his convictions. 



ho must certainly bo included amongst our pooplo, that is, thoso circloa 
adhering to tho Evangelical church." 

This condudos Document Book V. I now como to Document Book VI. 

0 0 

First of all, Documctata 101 and 102, which I offer as Exhibits 104 
and 105. I should liko to mako an objection to theso two documents mysolf 
sinco I expect that of Hr. Sprochor and oven if it should not como, I con¬ 
sider it important to tost tho admissibility of thoso two documents and 
explain tho admissibility. I know what objection could bo raised. First 
of all, this document J)U ia a letter of tho foraor Reich Chancellor Bnioning 
to tho editor of tho Deutsche Rundschau. This is a writing which has boon 

0 

published after the collapse of Germany. Also Hr. Sprcchc*r, "1 th 3cne J 1 * 8 " 

0 

tification, could pc int out that an article or a lettor bo a oagazino is 
not an affidavit, that it lacks tho necessary oath, etc. I roalizo that, 
but I should like io oephasizo that' I am not ooncornod with verifying tho 
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individual facta cited in the description of tho causoa of tho development 
of 1933 in this Bxwning letter. Tfhat I an interested in is that tho fol¬ 


lowing bo uccoptod as evidence froo this letter. First, that this lottor 

was written at all and by a nan who is rccognizod on all sides for his 

0 

high ethical standards, no natter bow.ono may think about him politically 

and secondly regardless of the views ono may hold about tho causes for tho 

Third Reich, this problem is not so simple as the prosecution likes to im-r 

0 

ply in speaking of tho allianco botween tho bad big industry, particularly 

Farben, and tho military and Hitlor *ho conspired to coeno into powor and 

0 

tbon subjogato tho iwrld, but that tho causos wore much wore c cop lax and 
noro not oven limited to tho bordors of Germany. If in this narrow sphoro 

this oxhibit is accepted, I w>uld bo grateful to tho Tribunal. This ovi- 

• 

donee is <»iitc sufficiont for mo. As I say, I place no weight on tho dotails 

which are given in this lobtor and since I haro offorod 101 and 102 togothor 

# * 

ca Exhibits 104 and 105, I might say that what I hevo just statod go os for 

tho next dscumcnt too. This is a speech mado in 1947 tolliig how it happonod 

0 

that tho economic collapso of tho Third Roich, which in his pxporionoo 
all exports cxpoctod by tho fall of 1934 at tho latost, did not occur bo- 
cause of tho very unaxpoctcd and unforosocablo economic ovonts in connec¬ 
tion with which thore is not tho slightost olcoont of guilt on tho part of 

0 4 

those responsible for those ovonts. This document, again, is not offored 

0 

as cvidonco for tho correctness of tho individual facts oitod, but only ih 
proof of tho difficulty and ccoplaxity of tho ontiro problem of establish¬ 
ing tho causos of this political development. I do not want to prosont any 
noro froo theso documents than what I have explained hero to justify tho 
admission into evidence and I would bo grateful t o tho Tribunal for a deci¬ 
sion as to whothor or not theso documents can bo oxpcctcd in this sense. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Dix, I car. put your mind at rest with roapoct to 

that. There is a class of general literature in tho fiold of economics aid 

. • * 
Wstory a3 expressions of scholars and statcaon that Tribunals, courts, 
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ignoring tho rules of cvidcnco frequently resort to in tho writing of 

0 

judicial opinions and, idthout passing on tho question of tho technical 
admissibility of theso documents, ws'll leave then in tho books for what¬ 


ever thoy nny be worth unless the prosocution joins you in your objections 


to your documents and pis cos us in a position of having to rulo on it from 
a technical point of view. So we will overrule your objection to your do¬ 


cuments, Dr. Dix. 


DR. DIX: Tho next document is 103 which I offer as Exhibit 106. This 


is an affidavit of Profossor Hucnol whom tho Tribunal already knows. Again 
on tho subject of tho political attitude of Bosch which has boon discussod 
at somolcngth and his drastic unsurpassable opposition, tho careless ex¬ 
pression of *iich ropoatodly brought him in danger of boing sent to a con¬ 
centration camp and it was doubt duo Only to his outstanding international 
position as a sciontist and man, that thoy did not dare to attack this 
man, and also statonxmts about donations to tho Frankfurter Zoitung for 
tho consideration that in tho hopo that this rogimo *ould soon collapso 

and a good newspapor would bo available immediately. 

# 

Tho naxt document is 104, offered as Exhibit 107. 

• 0 0 0 

Again 105, Exhibit 108, through 106, Exhibit 109, which I offer to- 
gothor. Thoso threo affidavits report on o vory ono-sidod conversation. 


as conversations woro apt to bo with tho functionaries of t»» Third Roich 


namely with tho Gauloitor of Obordonau wtxT told a Ur. Stoinlc, tho affiant 


in Exhibit 107, in tho year 1942» "I do not want to have tho I.G. in ny 
Gau. I have just boon to sco tho Fuohror. Ho was torribly furious about 
tho I.G. because it is a state within tho state. Ho has mado up his mind 
to sirash that wholo racket completely aftor tho war. Ho would lovo to do 
it right now, but that 1s not possible at tho moment. But after the war 

0 

they will net bo sparod any more, there will bo a thorough cloaning up." 
* # 

And finally. Document 107, Exhibit 110. That is tho affidavit of a 
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ncllknown man, a nan nho ms known as Hitler's photographer, Hoinrioh Hoff- 

nann. I not him ofthr tho collapso here in Nurnberg and ono could loam 

a groat many interesting and informative things from him. Hero ho tolls us 

only about a statement of Hitler to tho saxao effect as the ono tostifiod 

• * * 

to in tho preceding three documents, namely that Hitler, in 1943 or 1944, 

said tho following: "I.G. Farben aro international financially intorlacod. 

They aro peddling tloir patents to America. I shall moko an oxanplo Out 

• 0 0 

of thoso saboteurs, and a numbor of them, and not tho smallost ones, will 
bo put against tho wall.* 

This is an indication of tho ■Friendly" attitudo of tho regimo, nrd 

0 

partidularly Hitlor, toir.rd those gontlcmon and thoir coopary. 

00 * 

This, your Honors, concludes tho presentation of ay docunonts, tut I 

au sorry to havo to toll you that ny oxccllont colloa*,uo and nssociato 
0 0 

Ciorlichs, according to a tolcphono roport, has had a brookOdown with his 
car fW is in Giessen. Ho intended to arrive horo yootorday but his car 
did not want to lot him. 
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How, tb havo one sere book of ebcunents about the DAG. Giorlichs worked 
on these and knows then much better than I do and I run suro it would bo 

0 

suitable for him to present them. Now, I believo I have plenty of timo. 

I had half a day and havo used only a little none then -ono-quartor so that 
I would bo grateful to tho Tribunal if Giorlichs, cdthor tomorrow or the 

0 

newt day, could havo half an hour or throo-quartors of an hour to prosont 
this one book on DAG. 

0 0 

THE PRESIDENT: Just to keep tho record straight. Dr. Dix, according 
to our calculations you used a little nearer ono-third of a day than one 

0 

quartor, but wo won't quarrel ovor that bocauso you havo done very veil 
in presenting your books and will you kocp in touch with Judgo Hobort and 
lot us know when Dr. Giorlichs will bo available so that wo can arrango 
our schodulo and rocoivo tho documents that you havo roforrod to. Very well. 

DR. DIX: Thank you. 

• • 

DR. BOETTCHER: Tour Honor, if I an to continuo tho prosontation of 
ovidonco on behalf of Dr. Krauch I shall also submit a nuobor of documents 
on bohalf of tho entire dofonso. Wo are now coneomod with Document Book EC 
of Dr. Krauch. 

0 

THE PRESIDENT: llhat will be your next book oftor IX, Dr. Boottchor? 

DR. BOETTCHER: Tho next document book will doal with tho osploymont 

and treatment of prisoners of war end then follow throo books with respect 

to Gorman forcigh policy. In conclusion thoroto I may announce that I 

0 

itond to call two witnesses: Hans Fritscho, tho radio coraaontntor of tho 
Third Reich who will testify on questions of common knovdodgo. I shall 
hoar him for approximately half an hour. Thon 1 shall call Gcnoral Huohnor- 

0 

nann. Ho was tho chief of.staff of nonoral Thomas, tho toad of tho so-callod 
Military Economic Staff. I shall take approximately twenty minutes to hca 
this witness. 

0 

THE PRESIEENT: Very well. Doctor. You nay continue. 
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DR. BDETTCHER: The other docuccnts which I shall subnit in Booh IX 
on behalf of Profossor Krauch arc arrangod in the soouonoo of the indivi¬ 
dual counts of the indictnc.it. They are again dividod into various fields 
tdthin the aphoro of the counts of tho indictment. 

Krauch #128 will become Exhibit 168. It is a supplementation to Krauch 

* * 4 

Exhibit #33, Document Book Krauch #2, English pago 36. Tho next documont, 

0 

Krauch #129, will bccoao Exhibit 169. It is an affidavit of General Fiold 
Marshal von Brauchitsch and confirms Dr. Krauch*s statcacnts during diroct 
examination about Dr. Bosch's anxiety with rospoct to tho dovolojxnent of 

Goman foreign policy in tho succor of 1938. It is in connection with Krauch* 

# • 

diroct examination, Er^liah record 5088. 

Krauch Document #130, will bccoao Exhibit 170. It shows tho logal 

basis for tho ordors as a result of which tho so-callod Brabag was sot-up. 

0 0 

I offor proof for Dr. Krauch's statement during diroct examination,.English 
transcript pago 5050 to 5051. 

Dealing with tno srmo subjoct is tho next documont "125 which I offor 
as Krauch Exhibit 171. It contains general policies with rospoct to ordors 
by tho Ministry of Armaments for tho expansion of chemical production plants 
I draw tho Tribunal's attontion to tho fact that such diroctivo3 wero not 
issuod by tho Bobocheo. 

• 0 0 

Tho three following documents, 141, 131 and 132, concom tho oxchango 
of experience with abroad. Krauch Document #141 I offor as Exhibit 172. 

This documont is tho son as Dr. Buotofisch's Exhibit 149 which is on of- 

0 

fidavit of tho American citizen and fomcr vico president cf Standard Oil, 
Howard, who discusses from tho America point of viow tho implementation of 
$ho oxchango of experiences between Far ben and Standard Oil. 

0 

Documents 131 and 132, which I offor into ovidcnco as Krauch Exhibits 

0 * 

173 and 174, confirm theso statements by Mr. Howard. 

THE PRESIDENT: Doctor, I be Hove you skipped a number if I am not ire 
tokon. 131 should bo 173 according to tho way I have cy book. 
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DR. BOETTCHER: Tos, 173. 

TOE PRESIDEOT: And 132 would 174 thon. 

Eft. BOETTCHER: Yes, Your Honor. 

Tho two last docuacnts arc statements by Dr. Krauch’a associates and 

they confirm M r . Howird's utterances. 

• • > 

TOo next document, 146, I submit in ordor to roiuto Prosecution Ex¬ 
hibit 1919. I offer it in ovidonco as Exhibit 175. 

• # 

Krauch Document 0140, which I shall offor as Exhibit 176, reprosonta 

• • 

a supplementation to Exhibits 142 up to 144, already in ovidonco, os wo 11 
as 154 and 155. it shows with respect to tho Pour Year Plan Institutes 
that Dr. K r auch was interested in scientific problems only and not in 
Party politics. 

Now I shall turn to documents pertaining to Count n of tho Indictmont. 

* 0 

Krauch Document J120, which I shall offor as Exhibit 177, doals with 

# 

tho conditions at tho Continental Ool, A.C. Tho fomor immbor of tho Vox*- 

• # 

stand, Karl Blossirg, speaks on tho subjoct. It roprosents a supplementation 

# 

to Dr. Krauch's statement durir* direct examination, pago 5162 and 5165 
of tho English transcript. 

Tho next docuraont, 0154, I offer as Krauch Exhibit 178. It doals with 
Prosocution Exhibits 1978 up to 1990 which wore put to Dr. Buotofisch 
during cross examination. Tho document is to show that Dr. Krauch, in dis¬ 
mantling tho plant at Sluiskil, showed no initiative of his own. 

Dealing with tho saaj subjoct aro Krauch Documents 0151 and 0138 which 
aro next in tho book. They aro to rofuto Prosecution Exhibits 1840 to 1843- 
I offor them as Krauch Exhibit 179 and 180 for Documents 151 and 138, ros- 
poctivoly. 
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I now turn to a number of documents pertaining to Count in 
of the inrtictonent. Document 123 "ill become Kreuqh Exhibit 191. 

It deals with the question of Dr. Krauch's attitude toward the SS'a 
plant to take over indistrial enterprises. In a second paragraph 
it confinas Dr. Krauch's attitude opposing forced labor. 

Document NO. 133 will becate '.Crauch Exhibit 182. It fefors 
to recruitment of workers frees Italy into Gemary and explains Dr. 
Krauch's endeavors to obtain voluntary workers. 

The two following documents, lli5 and Ur9, will become Ex¬ 
hibits 183 and 101j. These are td supplement Dr. Ooernnert's state¬ 
ments who was snployod in Goering's special train and he made some 
statement aowt Goering's ordor to uso concentration camp itrsatos. 
in the Auschwits plant. Ho says in his statanent that other large 
industrial enterprises, as the Hermann Pooring Worke, wore subjoct 
to a s imi lar compulsion to employ concentration camp inmates. 

Both the next two doci&rents, 153 and 127, vhicli will bocomo 
Exhibits 185 and 186 resp. doal with violations of worklnr contracts 
by foreigners. On the one hand they doal with the legal regulations 
about tho dity to obey contracts and, on tto other hand, they deal 
with the fact that the Oobochcn nevor soricwsly prosecuted suoh 
workers who broke their contracts. 

The next two documents, 12h and 119, I offer as Exhibits 187 
and 188. They deal with tho question of Dr. Bauch's initiative 
in the employment of concentration camp iraaates. They say that he 
never did show that initiative. 

Documents 126 and 122 are the next in tho book. They will 
become Exhibits 189 and 190 resp. I repeat Document 126 will be¬ 
come 189 and Document 122 will become 190. They deal with tho care 
3hown by the Gebechea to increase nages and to c are for foreign 
workers from a medical and mtritional point of view. 

Document 137 will become Exhibit 191. It confinas Dr. .:raucl 
testimony which he made in reply to Prosecution Exhibit 18U6 during 
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cross examination. 

Documents 1U7 and 150 deal with the question as to whether 
Professor frauch received tho weekly reports of Auschwitz from 
local representatives at Kattowit2 are! Breslau. Explaining theso 
documents, I night state that the local representatives of the 
Gebechem at Kattowitz and Breslau are included in the distribution 

f 

list of these weekly reports. These local representatives confirm 
in those two affidavits which I an sutnitting, that they did not 
pass on the weekly reports to llr. Srauch and that Ur. Krauch, 
therefore, never received knowledge of them. I offer theso two 
documents as 192 and 193 respectively. 

HU SPRZCK71: Ur. President, can I interrupt on another 
subjoct, please? You asked us to furnish you those namos and, 
since the question is very prossing at tho racnont because Hr. 
Ilinskoff and some of the involved oounsel nay have to loavo Germany 
for a littlo whilo, we would like to have you dosignato C con la- 
sioner Iftilroy to hoar tho three following witnosses this aftomoon, 
if possible, if a room can bo found! tho dofondant Affiants Taub, 

T a u b, "ion, Dion, and Eisfold, E 1 s f e 1 d. All have to do 
with Auschwitz. All aro horo and waiting to bo examined. 

THE 2RESI1XKT! Tho Tribunal now dosignatos Janos 0. Hulroy 
as the Cooaissionor under tho appointment heretofore made to con¬ 
duct the examination of the throe witnossos just namod on tho record 
by tho roprosontativc of tho prosecution. I ask yai, Hr. Prosocutor, 
to soo that Hr. Mulroy is advised of this ® that arrangements can 
be made to carry ait tho examination. 

Just one nomont; I thirfc one of counsol want to speak to us. 

DR. JDPF? r A?IH: 'Mr. President, under tho circumstances I could 
not ask that Ur, Ambros bo excused for this cemission mooting be¬ 
fore txit Z ask that ho bo excused. 

TIE .’RESIDENT: That request is granted. 


rr. Dix? 
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DR. DIX: Since there has been an interruption already, oy 
colleague Boettcher has permitted no to bring up two very urgent 
matters which ycur Honors are awaiting. One of then is tho list 
of objections beforo tho Comissioner with tho page in tho record 
and tho nano of the witness, day, English record page, dofonso 
counsel and reason for objection, I shall land that to tho Socrot- 
ary-General. 

THE PRESIDENT: The Secretary-General will soc that tho 
Tribunal roceives that prceptly. 

DR. DIX: The socond matter is ono of the recent rulings of 
tho Tribunal ordered that a list of final pleas in thoir sequence 
bo handed to Judge iSorrill. I have that roady and I will hand 
that to you now. 

T." '’RESIDENT: Thank you. 

Ycxi .say contimo now. Dr. Boottchor. 

TH3 PRESIDENT: Yew may contimo nos. Dr. Boottchor. 

DR. BOETTCHER: I had stoppod with the presentation of 
Krauch 'a Exhibit 193. I now turn to Krauch Documents li:3 and 135 
which will bccooo Krauch Exhibits 19U and 195. They deal with tho 
Exhibit 181*5 subnittod by tho ivosocution Airing cross oxaaination 
and they confirm tliat tiioro was no concentration camp in Hoydobrock. 

The following docunont, No. 152, irill become Exhibit 196. 

Tho affiant oxpressos his opinion of prosocution Exhibit 1982 which 
was Fut to Ur. Buotofisch during cross examination. This is a 
travel report of Dr.Soraicwald, nl ho confirms that it was mo roly 
an orientation trip but that tiioro was no possibility or mission for 
any intcrforonco by tho Reich Offico for Economic Expansion. 

Tho two following documents, lli8 and Uil*, will be given Ex¬ 
hibit numbers 197 and 198. Thor deal with tho wall known lottor of 
Kirschnor to General Thomas which was offered by tho prosocution as 
Exhibit 1*73, Document Bocic XXII, English page 12. 

Document No. 11*8 represents a stataaont by General Huonortaanr 
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as a witness and export, Ho confirms tho attitude eaprosscd by 
Professor .tauch toward Exhibit No. 1*73. It is transcript page 
5217 of tho English transcript. This document will hqvo Krauch 
oxhibit numbor 197. 

The next document is an affidavit by Otto Kirschnor datod 
21 October 191*7 and also confirrs tho tostinony made by Dr. Krauoh 
in direct examination. He says’ that for humano reasons ICrauch 
wanted to uaploy the Russian prisoners of war in an actaissiblo and 
logal way. This document will have exhibit nunbor 196. 

Before I mado a mistako rnd erroneously designated tho two 
previous docwnonts which tho intorprotor designated corroctly. I 
repeat Utf will be 197 and 11*1* will bo 190. 

Tho following docunont, 121, will bocouo Exhibit 199. It is 
a supplementation of Docuuont Book VI, ihchibits 12li to 1.31s. It is 
to confim that Dr. '.j-auch particularly hoi pod pursocutod Jaws and 
thoso nsarriod to Jaws. 

Documents 139 and 11*2 'rill bocono Exhibits 200 and 201. They 
show Dr. Krauch 1 * international scientific importance. Exhibit 200 
is a compilation of moro than 30 invontions which woro patontod by 
Dr. Krauch. Exhibit 201 shows the intorost which tho W*r Itopart- 
nont took in tho scientific knowlodgo of Dr. Krauch at tho boginning 

of 191*7. 

This concludos Document Fook IX. 

HR. oPRECHEi: Mr. President, just so thoro is no nisundor- 
3 tending with rospoct to Krauch Exhibit 201, I only wanted to say 
this. I just noticod it for tho first timo. Tho question corv- 
coming a lot tor which a subordinate who had boon chocking chemical 
loo dors and in which-ttw United States An^ night be interested for 
3omo research work in tho yoar 191*7, wo think unimportant unloss it 
is to indicato a fact to »4*ich tho prosecution will certainly 
stipulate — naaoly, that Dr. Krauch rr as .certainly a very capable 
chemist and that ho had undo many patents. If it goes to ary other 
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point, then we will bo required to go into the matter of tho mis¬ 
understanding which producod this lettor concerning which there 
certainly has boon soqq corrospondonco. 

!F2 PRESIDENT: The objection would appear to go more to tho 
woight — tho objection of tho prosecution wculd appear to go moro 
to the woight of tho document than to its competency. It will bo 
adnittod in ovidonco for what tho Tribunal may consider it to bo 
worth. 
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DR. BCETTCKSR: Supplementing Document Book IX, I submit 

Supplement Book I to Docuaent Book IX. I submit Document No. 39. It 

/ 

will boccce Exhibit 202. It is a supplementation to Docuaont Hil, an 
affidavit by the former Standard Oil presidont. This document was drawn 
up by Ur. Has lam, the present vice-prvsident of Standard Oil, and it shows 
the loyal manner in which Farbcn implemented thoir exchango of oxporioncos 
with their American partner Standard Oil, I draw the Tribunal's 
attention to the fact that Mr. Has lam attached an excerpt fran the Petro¬ 
led Tim. s, a periodical of 25 Septeetoor 19U3. He states oxprossly that 
tho concept expressed in this article is still maintained by him today. 

Ho states that Standard Oil has rccoivod inventions fra* Farbon impor¬ 
tant for tho war, 

Tho next docuaont contained in that docuaont book boars Krauch docu¬ 
ment nuobor 75. I offor it as Krauch Exhibit 203. It is an affidavit 
by tho onginoor Kuhaut and doals with the question that tho roprosontativo 
of tho Gobechom in Brussels, Dr. von Schollii* never used his own 
initiative to deliver work-rs to tho Oostapo who violated thoir contracts 
with tho firm. 

Tho next document is Krauch No. 101 and it will rocoivu Krauch 
Exhibit 2Qli. It is a supplement to tho testimony of tio witnoss. Dr. 

Weber, English transcript page 11165. 

Krauch Docuaont No. 100 is now being distributed to the Tribunal 
in tho English language. Copies are not yet availablo. 

THE PRESIDENT: I think you m*.an to say Document 155, did you not? 

DR. BOETTCHER: I am being informed that Documont No. 108 is now 
in tho office of the members of tho Tribural. Ono copy is being handod 
up to you now. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very wo11. 

DR. BOETTCHER: During tho noon recoss I shall hand to Ur. Spree he 
of tho prosecution a copy of the docuaont. This documont will rocoive 
Krauch exhibit nuaber 205. It is to refute the prosecution's Exhibit 2055 
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Its content is in connection with the documents 153, 127 and 75 Just 
submitted.- 

Document No. 155 is before the Tribunal now in tho English 
language. I ask you to accopt it as Krauch Exhibit 206. It doals with 
Dr. Krauch '3 attitude toward tho omploynont of concentration caup inmates 
which was ordered. 

This concludes tho presentation of docuaonts on behalf of Dr. 

Krauch personally. I shall now turn to the documents doaling with the 
employment and troatment of prisoners of war. I hope that this dooisnont 
book is boforu the Tribunal. These documents are being prosontod on bo- 
half of tho ontiro dofens«. I shall briofly explain tho organisation of 
these documents. I gavo then tho designation "HI" which muons prisoner 
of war in English. Tho oxhibit numbers will bo designated by mo as dofonso 
exhibit nunbors with tho Tribunal's permission. Thoy will start with 
Dof.nso Exhibit No. 29. Thoy follow tho dofonso oxhiblts with rospoct to 
D«0 and Dogosch. I think I have to start with No. 28, though. 

As RY Documents 1 and 2 I submitted a copy of Control Coureil low 
No. 10 and a copy of tho Gonova Convention which doal particularly with 
tho question of tho troatoont of prisoners of war. In view of tho 
Tribunal's position with rospoct to Dr. Sicoor's prosontation of docu¬ 
ments on bohalf of von Schnitzler, I shall forego tho submission of those 
documonta bocauso thoy moroly contain a ropotition of logal provisions. 

I only included them in my book for tho sake of caaplotonoss. I shall, 
therefore, not submit Ri Documents 1 and 2. 

I shall now start with tho presentation of BY Document No. 3. This 
is an oxcerpt fran tho files of diplomatic conferences dealing with tho 
treatment of prisoners of war. It met in Genova in 1929. This is to bo 
used in the final argument in order to interpret Article 31 of the Genova 

a 

Convention. I submit this document for identification as Defense Exhibit 
No. 28. 


The subsequent three P» documents, U, 5, and 6, are excerpts free 
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caments which wore written in connection with the Geneva Convention. 

They ore to bo used for the interpretation of article 3 in the final 
arguaonts. I offer those documents for identification as Exhibits 29, 

30 and 31. 

The following FW document. Ho. 7, is an excorpt from the so-called 
Brussolls Declaration of 27 August l87li to which the final pleas will 
also refer. It will boccoo Dofcnso'Exhibit No. 3? for' identification. 

The following docuaont, Ho. 8, I shall not submit in accordance 
with the new ruling by tho Tribunal since it merely repeats the pro¬ 
visions of tho Hague Rules of Lend Warfare. I only included it for tho 
sake of canplotoness. 

In order of soquonee I submit a nunbor of documents to sub¬ 
stantiate qy erg wonts with rospoct to tho legal situation in Germany. 


I 
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P17 Document 9 is an cxccrpt froa the Reich Labor Gezetto aid it is a 
decree by tho Reich Ministry of iebor with respect to the employment 
of prisoners of war. The decree shows clearly that such employment 

• 

was carried out by order of the '•/ehrcacht ani according to its directives. 
I draw particular attention of the Tribunal to tta. fact that tho 
employment in building and construction work for Buna and hydrogenation 
plants was specifically declared to bo admissible. 

• 

I offer this documer* as gefense Exhibit 33 for identification. 

The following do cm cats — PH-10 end F.J-ll — aro affidavits of 
two officers of the Goman ^ehraacht. They explain tho practice anployod 
by the ’ilchncacht in tho use of prlsonora of war. They speak of tho 

so-called Stolags end of the responsibilities of the chiof of thoso 

• # 

Stalcgs. Thoso documents will becaao Defenso Exhibits 34, fbr F.f-10, 
erd 35, for F/ Document No. 11 

Tho throo following documents — 12 to 15 — cm bo explained by 
mo at tho srao tine. They donl with tho employment of Aisstan prioonors 
of war. Thoy show from what sources of the highest authorities tho 
employment of prisoners of war was ordered. 

I offer PW Docuaert Ho. 12 as Defense Exhibit 36; P17 Documont 
13 cs Dofonso Exhibit 37; F l Ibcutaont 14 as Dofonso Exhibit 38; Prf 
Document No. 15 as Defense Exhibit 39. Documents 16 to 20 arc regulation 
concerning tho treotaont of prisoners of war rnd tho punishments which 
woro imposed in Gemany in connection with that matter. 

Document FM-16 will bo Dofonso Exhibit 40; Documont Pf-17 will 
be Dofonso Exhibit 41; Document Pff-18, Dofonso Exhibit 42; Document 
19 will bo Defense Exhibit 43; Doc ice rt PW-20 will be Defense 

Exhibit 44. 

The next dccuacnts submitted under the heading "B" oro to show 
that tho intorpretation of tho international rodilations with respect 
to the employment of prisoners of war was doubtful also in othor count: 

I should liko to point out thet I ra not submitting thoso ctocumonts 
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under the point of view of »tu quoquo", but 1 sutait them in order to 
shew that oven in the affidavits, Docuaonts 21 to 25 dealing with the 
aaplojmcnt of prisoners of war in the armament industry end tho treatment 
shown in Documents 26, 27 end 28 nay lcavo seme doubts with respoct to 
thoir treatment according to the Genova Convention. 

From this point of view I offer Document N 0 . 21 as Dofonse Exhibit 

, I 

45; Document 22 as Defense Exhibit 46; Document 23 ns Defense Exhibit 47; 
Document 24 as Defense Exhibit 48, Documont 25 as Defonso Exhibit 49, 
Documert 26 as Defense Exhibit 50; Document 27 ns Defenso Exhibit 51, 
ard No. 28 as Defonse Sxhibit 52. 

bR. SPRECHZR: kr. President, I haven't boon ablo to soo the so 

* • 

documents, and as soon as wo can go over them we will state our position. 
But I think it vould bo hotter if wo caild do it all nt onco rat tar than 
ty start intorjoction. 

TOE PRESIDES JT:. Do not forgot or put it off too long, kr. Prosocutor. 

DR. B OETTCHER: This concludes tho prosontation of documents 
containod in that book. 

I shell non turn to a now subject. 1 rfiall present throe docunonts 
which aro suramarizod under tho heading "Docunonts of Gennan Foroign 
Folicy." They aro to prove the leek of knowlodgo of tho Goman people, 
end thoso dofondarfcs about Hitler's aggrossivo intuitions. 

The first two books. Your Honors, show only and exclusively what 
the official uttcrancos of tho Goman agencies wore with respoct to Gonnan 
foreign policy. The third book deals with statements in rognrd to tho 
insufficient stato of nmaeoit in Gcraany and represents an oxccrpt frera 
two books which wore submitted before the Krupp Tribunal. Tho Tribunal 
approvod thoso docuocrfcs, and of hundreds of documents I solcctod 
approximately twclvo as ‘a reasonable selection. In connection with Books 
1 and 2 I might point out that a number of other Defense counsel havo 
sufcoittod documents which deal with tho same subject matter. In jcrtic 
1 re fer you particularly to Ducrrfold Exhibits 427, 429, 432 to 438, 4- 
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AA1, AA6, and, furtherncre, to a number of documents which Dr. Siemers 
submitted in Book 1 of his documents for Dr. von Schnitzler, The?® 
documents I Just mentioned refer to the so-called "Revisionisa", that is, 
to the qujstion of the recognition of those endeavors by Germany which 

intended to take from the Versailles Treaty those clauses in a peaceful 

• • 

oanner, which were imposed on Germany with respect to armament. 

In connection with these ttocuaents I submit only two documents 
dealing with the tine prior to 1933. These ctocuaents 1 designate as "CK" 

« e 

documents, usine the initials for the English words "cooaon !mowledge«° 

The exhibit numbers once more will be designated as Defense exhibits 
because these documerts are being submitted on behalf of the entire 
Defonse. 

# 

CK docunents Nos. 1 and 2 show that the Reich Chartellor Brucning, 

already prior to 1933, demanded equality for Genaany in the amaaent 

# • 

fiold, and that the eo-called "Five Power Agreement" provided for tire 
equality of Gorman/ in this field. 

Document CK-No. 1 will be Defense Exhibit 53, and CK-No. 2 will 
be Defonse Exhibit %. The subsequent documents aro excerpts from Hitler's 
speeches and other official promulgations. All of thorn emphasize the 
poaceful intentions of the Goman Government. The selection which I made 
f<r the years 1933 until 1937 refers only to ths most striking publications 
I consciously avoided including too many of those publications in order 
not to burden the Defense material unduly. 

like a rod thread, we find throughout all of these publications 
the constant assurances by Adolf Hitler, toward his own people as well 
as abroad, that he wanted nothing but a maintenance and a strengthening 

• e 

of the peace. T hose assurances begin with the first promulgation after 
the seizure of power on 1 February, 1933. It is CK Document No. 3, and 
it will, becane defense Exhibit 55 . These peaceful assurances aro again 
repeated during the ddebration on the 21st of t*arch, 1933- An excerpt 
is being submitted from that speech as CX No. A ard it will becooo 
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Defense Exhibit 56 . 

The proclamation by Adolf Hitler which is followed by hie speech 
before tho Reichstag on the 23rd of karch, 1533, again contains similar 
statements in a very tnphatic way. It says here: 

"The safeguarding of peace is important by the big nations in order 
to maintain the confidence of the various peoples of the world towards 
each other. Ten years of peace will be more useful for the welfare of tho 
nations than a thirty years' argument as to the core opt of victor and 
vanquished." I whait this ebeunmt as Defense Exhibit 57. 

THE PRESIDcHT: Did you have an announc eoent, coumel? 

DR. Ideal (Counsel fbr defendant Kuehne): kr. President, I 
ask that Dr. Kuehne be excused for this afternoon to preparo for his caao. 

TH2 F3ESID2fr: T he defendant Kuehne will be oxcuaod for the 
afternoon session. 

It is time for lunch. Dr. B oettcher. Tho Tribunal will at this 
time rise. 

(A recess was taken until 1330 hours, 4 Kay 1948.) 
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AFTER?JXON SESSION 
■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ . ■ ■■■■ — 

(Tho Tribunal roconvoncd at 1330 hours, 4 Hay 1948.) 


THE IftRHHAL: The Tribunal is again in sossion. 

• # 

DR. SEIDL (Counsel for dofendant Duorrfcld): Hr. President, tho Pro- 

0 

9 

socution this morning submitted Book 93, their rebuttal documents. Vo 

¥ 

havo to submit a cccorandm with rospcct to thesp documents, and I shall 

0 

do so in tho course of tomorrow. However, I would liko to mention a mat¬ 
ter which has to bo discus sod now. This concerns an affidavit which ori¬ 
ginates from a certain Ross bach and which was submitted as Exhibit 2209. 


I looked at tho original of this affidavit. The Coroan copy boars tho 

m • * 

dato of 21 January 1948. Tho original, that is, tho photostatic copy, 

shows that thoro *cs originally a dlfforcnt dato. *t is shown that that 

affidavit was draw up in 1947. This seems to mo to bo an Important ret- 
• * 

tor. I don t want to cnlargo upon this nattor horc, and for that r on sen 
I shall withdraw tho two affidavits which wo sutoittod and which cro in 
Books 14 and 15 of tho Duorrfold books. 

0 0 

Tho Prosecution FXhibit 2209, of courso, has no ronnoction dth tho 

0 • 

Exhibits whioh wo sutnittod, but in spite of that I shall tdthdraw my 

exhibits in ordor to exclude any connection whatsoever. 

I ora referring to tho affidavit which was submitted as Exhibit 143. 

Tho tfccuaont tlo. is 1190; it i3 in Book 14. Tho second affidavit of Ross- 
* • # 

bach is in Book 15, hchibit 167, Docuscnt llo. 11220, Duorrfcld. 



THE PFESIDEOT: Very 
trovoi -37 about tho dato of 
that you gontlcsion confer 

0 

arc. And if you cannot, 
the situation is and 


there is to be any con- 
2209, wo would suggest 
upon what tho facts 

will know 
for us to determine. 


Do you have anything to 
IB. SPRSCHFR: No; on that point I will ask that Hr. Hinstaff and Dr. 


Scidl got together. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Very wall. 


MR. SPRECHEl: T*ith respect to whit our position is with respect to 

* 



our affidavit from Rossbach with Dr„ Scidl nontionod, I don't know because 
our calculations on the number of Ducrrfcld affiants which we called was 
partly based upon the fact that certain ones of then particularly covered 
certain subjects wo wanted to have. Now, if Dr. Ducrrfcld has withdrawn 
a particular affiant to a cortain topic, wo nay havo to indicate that wo 
dosiro cross-examination of a still different affiant. I think Your Honors 

will understand our situation there. 

0 

TOE PRESIDENT: TToll, adsiso yourself of it and soc that tho nattor id 

put at rost with tho Tribunal so wo understand what your plans arc. 

* 0 ^ 

You nr.y continue. Dr. Boettcher. 

DR. BOETTCHER (Counsel for defendant Krauch): Hay it ploaso tho Tri- 

• 0 

bunol, boforo tho noon recoss I wis presenting Docuaont CK-5,' vfiich I of- 

* * 0 0 

forod in ovidonco as Dofonso Bchibit 57. On tho 17th of May, 1933, alroady 
Adolf Hitlor again indicated tho. nadnoss of any now war. This is CK Docu- 
nont 6-A. Tho Reichstag spocch by Hitlor about tho National Socialist ponco 
poUcy of 17 Uay 1933 is Dofonso Exhibit 58. 

0 

The naxt CK Docunent 6-B, I offor as Dofonso Bchibit 59. It is a 
copy of tho Qgrccncnt (Concordat) botwocn tho Holy Soo and tho Gorman 

0*9 0 

Roich of 20 July, 1933. This, as it was noted at that timo, is tho first 
iteto pact which Hitlor concluded with tho head of a foreign state. 

CK Document Ko. 7 is an excerpt free Adolf Hitlor*s broadcast on 
the occasion of Germany's departure from tho Lcaguo of Nations. This will 
beco dc Dofonso Bchibit No. (G. I draw the Tribunal's attention in parti- 
cular to tho feet tint Hitlor again emphasized his lovo of poaco on tho 
occasion of this important foreign political step. 

The following document, CK-No. 8 is offered as Dofenso Exhibit 61. *t 
represents tho statements which Hitler oado at the beginning of the clcc- 

m 0 

tlon fight. He again says, and I quote: "Our will is tho will to have peace, 
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and we see no possibilities of a conflict." 

* • 

Hardly three necks afterwards Htilcr again, in a very popular way, when 

4 

making a speech before Coman wjrkcrs of tho Dynaaoirerk Simons stedt, spoko 

• 4 

on equality and pcaco, according to CK Document No. 9, I qua to: 

• 4 0 

"If, however, I want to give tho German people again bread and vork, 

4 9 

if I vmnt to put it back on its feet, I can only do this if it can livo 
in pcaco and order. ,1 should not be thought so insane as to vent war." 

This document will bo Defense Exhibit 62. 

4 

Ho now turn to 1934, end tho first document which I submit from this 
year withrregard to foreign political natters represents tho Goroan-Polish 
Mon-Aggression Pact. It is CK Document No. 10, which bcccmos Exhibit for 
tho Dofonso No. 63. On tho 30th of January, 1934, ono yoar after tho soi- 

4 

zuro of powor by tho National Socialist party, this endoavor for peace 
end friendship with rll other notions is again boing anphaaizod in a 
apeoch before tho Roichstog. This oxcorpt is in CK Document No. 11 which 
uill become Dofonso Exhibit No. 64. 

4 • 

Tho noxt docuoont, CK-No. 12, is a memorandum of tho Roich Govornmont 

• 4 4 

dealing rdth tho disannament question, of tho 13th of liarch, 1934, which 
deals with tho Gorman Govorment's attitude toward tho disenvacant ques¬ 



tion. It shows its intentions which, in this connection too, aro entirely 
pcacoful. This docurcnt rd.ll bo coco Defense Exhibit No. 65. 

0 4 

Tho next document. Ho. 13, is in connection with that subjoct matter. 

4 

It is to bocooo Defense Exhibit No. 66, and is Gommy's proposal for an 

•‘moment convention of 16 April, 1934. 

CK-14 will bocooo Dofonso Exhibit 67. It is a speech by tho Reich 

0 • 

iiinistor of Poroign Affairs, Freihorr von Nourath, on tho occasion of tho 
breakdown of disarmament negotiations. It is interesting to noto in that 
document that it takes up the position to one ratter which is frequently 
the subject of those proccodings. It doals with air-raid precautions. It 
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says, I quote: "Cm a power" — they referred to Franco—" which has the 
aighticst air arm a a en t of the world bo seriously end genuinely ala mod 
about the fact that Gcraany has authorized fifty Billion Roichsnark in 
their budgot in ordor to protect its population froa air-raid attacks, by 
scans of special installation? 
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I quoto again: 

"Tho Reich Govcmnmt stowed its unconditional desire for Peace 
not only in the promulgation of its political prog ran, biA, actually also 
proved it by its doeds. 

In 1934, Adolf Hitler again speaks in that connection. CK Docujasnt 
Ho. 15 is an cxcorpt from his speech at thq Gau Party Rally of the NSDAP 
at Gera. This will becase Defense Exhibit Ho. 68. 

Concluding 1934, is the CK Document No. 16. This is n speech of 

tho Fuehrer's Deputy, fcidolf Hoss, dealing with Gcnnnn-Fronch mutual 

» / 

understanding. This document CK-16 will bcccrao Defonso Exhibit 69. 

Th.- sc wore the most striking statements which are soloctod from the yotr 
1934. 

1935, as it is known, brought about tho restitution of Goman 
Lilitary strength. This is the reinstitution of conscription for military 
sorvico in Gomrny, which is substantictod on tho 16th of Larch, 1935. 

It is important to note that it was-motivated only froa the point of view 
of Nctiond Dofonso. This CK Document Ho. 17, will boccco Doferoo Exhibit 
Ho. 70. 

I oh'11 only efioto two very briof sentences: 

"In this hour, tho Ceram govomaent beforo tho Gemrn pooplo c«l 
the entiro world, renews its assunxco of its determination rovor to 
proc cod boyond tho safeguarding of Qoraan honor and the freedaa of tho 
Roich. In particular by roaming Gonaeny, we do not intend to crccto an 
instnment for nrrlikc aggression, but on the contrary, wo exclusively 
want to crecto an instrument of dofonse erd thereby maintain peace." 

CK Dccunont No. 18 will became Defense Exhibit No. 71. It contains 
* lc oflicicl comuniquo dealing with tho visit of tho British foreign 
secretary. Sir John Simon and Minister Eden, in Berlin, on the 26th of 

Karch, 1935. 

This communique too emphasizes the peaceful aims which wore 
pursuod by both Governments. I particularly draw tho attention of the 
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Tribunal to the fact that this visit took place icnodiately after the 
promulgation of the Goman military for cos, contrary to the provisions 
of the Vers a illes Treaty. 

The conclusions which were drawn by public opinion in Geraany 
froa this fact will be discussed in the final arguments. Two months 
lr.t6r, on tho 21st of Ley, 1935, Hitler egrdn speaks on Geonany's poa.ooful 
Policy beforo the fleichstag. This is CK Docuaont Mo. 19 which 1 offer 
as Dsfeme Exhibit No. 72. 

The next documents, CK 20, and CK 21, which 1 offer as Dofonse 
Exhibits 73 and 74, deal with tho Gemm-Bpitish Naval Agreement, and 
Germany's ronuncir.tion of tho unrestricted U-Boat warfare. 

This Gonacn-British Naval Agreement is important in this 
connection because it can only be understood if one considers that it 
moans that Go many's desire for lifting tho restriction of tho Vorsrlllcs 
Tracty is rocognixcd by ono of tho partios who wore co-slgnatorics to 
tho Troaty, 

• • • 

T>» following document, CK 22, will boccnd D ofcnso Exhibit Id. 75. 

It is c spocch of tho then Reich k inis ter of Economics, Dr. S c techt, of 
December, 1935, about tho economic situation of Germany arel about tho 

• 

nocossity for tho maintonanco of poaeo for forthcr oconooic development. 

CK document Ho. 23 brings 'is to 1936. It contains typical 
uttorancos by Adolf Hitler vifch rogrxd to the sincerity of his love for 
Poaeo. Ho replius to a French Journalist, and I quoto: 

"I know ihat you think. Tou moan that Hitler makes declarations 
of poaeo but is ho really fdncorc? ... Isn't it logical that I strivo 
for tho most advantageous ccursc for my ccuntry, nrxi isn't that Poaeo? 1 ' 

T hen he is boing asked what his position is on the foroign political 
aias of the book "l»oin Kampf 11 , which were tho subject of discussions 
hero on various occasions. Ho replies, "Then I wrote that book, I was in 
prison... You want me to make corrections in my book as a writer would do 
who is publishing a new edition of his work? I re no author. I am a 
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politician. liy corrections will be made by ray foreign policy which is 

directed torerd an understanding between Germany ard Franco." ' 

• • 

This docuacnt will beccao Exhibit No. 76 . 

T he next document. No. 24, is the mecomndua of tho Roich 

• • 

govt recent of 7 March, 1936, to tho signatorics of tho Locerno Pact. It 
contains tho cancellation of that Pact and gives the reasons for the march 
into the demilitarized zone. I quote: 

"This step had e purely defensive character". 

I offer this dscusont as inhibit 77. 

Tho following docunont. No. 25, will bo Dofonsc Exhibit 78. It 
is a FUohrcr speech on tho occasion of the march into tho Rhineland, rrd 
constitutes a popular variation of this oUrerl subject, tho pursir-nco 
of poocoful rims. 

Docuuont Mo. 26, is Defense Exhibit 79. This is c. propor plan 
for poaco by tho Rtdeh Government. The plan extends to not less than 
12 printed pages, end as from page 97 of tho Docuoont Book, contains c 
19 paragraphs outlining what the safeguarding of poacc would bo in tho 
opinion of tho German g>vcmm<nt, and not only of Buroponn poaoo but 
of 'fcrld poaco; This statement condudos with tho following quotation: 

"Tho Goman Reich Government confidently believes by submitting 
tho above Poaco Plan to have paved th: way for tho building up of a now 
Edropo", 

In tho rKxt docusrmt, R-tabor 77, Roich'Minister D r . Goobbols 

maJtos an appod on the oceasier of 1st of May 1936, tho National 

Holiday of tho &.rtn= poopdo. He species of Germany as of a bastion of 

peace. That docment Till bo Defense 4hihit 80. Thj sere subjoct is 

dealt with in tha address of tho Fuehrer an the occasion of tho Reich 

• * 

Party iV_lly on the 9th day of Scptccbcr, 1936. This proclamation is 
CX Docment No. 28, Defense Exhibit 81. Particularly important is the 
passago which describes the 4-Iear Plan. I quote: 

"It is therefore the task of the National Socialist state and 
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economic leadership to investigate carefully what necessary raw materials 
ftid etc., can be produced in Germany. The foreign oxchango saved in 
that meaner ere to bo used in the future as an additional safeguard of 
our food supply, and for the pirchaso of raw materials which urclor no 
circumstances can bo producod by ourselves. 

And 1 m proclaiming this today as the now 4-Yoar Plan: Vttthin 

9 ^ 

U yoars Genu any oust bo independent fren abroad with rcspoct to ell of 
thoso ran materials which in any way, through Goman skill, through our 
chemistry, through our machine industry or through ..Ining can bo producod 
by Gormany itself. Tho German people howovor has no other wish thin to 
live in pcaco and friendship with all those who went pcnco and who do not 
interfere with ua in our own country." 

Documcft No. 29 is D 0 fonso exhibit No. 82. This is the Troaty 
botwoon tho 3cich (^vemmoit arrf tho Iaporial Jnpanoso Govommont, Cor 
tho comon ddfonso measures against tho Caaainist International, tho 
"Anti-Comintern Pact" of 25 *ovaabcr, 1936. This Treaty starts tho 
Anti-Casnunist propaganda by the third Reich against the Soviet Republic 
which continually increased from August 1939. 

Tho next .CK document No. 30, which will bccanc Defenso exhibit 
No. 83, is a speech by tho Ambassador von Ribbentrop, about Gomany's 
equal lights regarding tho Colonios, made in L onion in Docanbor, 1936. 

Tho assurcnco is given that "Gemany strives for this oquality with 
pcacofUl means." 

T horc now follows a soloction of Documents from tho yoar of 1937 
At first wo have CK document No. 31 which will becoao CK Bchibit 8U. 

It is a sjxoch by tho Fuehrer's . Deputy Aictolf Boss, about the naturo 
ard activities of the NSDAP, before officers of the '/chnnacht. 
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0 0 

The old proverb is being used in that speech, "If you vent peace, 

prepare for war." It is pointed out how a high degreo of armament can 

• 0 

be important for the prevention of war. The subsequent document. No. 32, 
v/ill become Dofonso Exhibit 85. Hitler, on the 30th of January, 1927, the 

I 0 f 

Uth Anniversary of tho National Socialist Revolution, onco more discusses 
tho basic thought of tho 4-Icar Plan. I shell quoto two sentences, voxy 
brlofly, in that connection: 

"This direction of our cconooy according to c plan finds its mightiost 

expression in tho program of tho 4-Yoar Plan. By this uoens pomanont omp- 

oloymont io tho internal cycle of our economy is gunrantood for tho masses 

of German workors who will ono day return from tho moments industry." - 

"Tho ain of all of this work will bo to oako tho German pcoplo health- 

# 

ior and its lifo more plosant... For tho execution of thoso plants", I may 
add that Hitlor also talked of othjr plans for tho expansion of tho largo 
citios, otc." a period of 20 years is provided. 

"Hay tho Almighty grant us peace. Airing Wiich tho gigantic task may 
bo completed." 

CK Document Ho. 33 will become Bofenso Exhibit 86. It is tho Fuohror's 

statement about his recognition of tho inviolability and the neutrality of 

Svritzorland. I am turning to CK Document No. 34, which will become Defense 

Exhibit 87. It is a public announcement of Reich Foreign Minister Froihorr 

• ♦ • « 

non Heurath on his visit to Belgrade, Sofia and Budapest in Juno, 1937. 
Those statements emphasizo that these conferences took place undor the idea 
of a safeguarding of tho European pcaco. 

CK Document Ho. 35 ’till be Exhibit 88. It is the German-French Econo- 

w 

9 

raic Agreement, tho aim of vhich is peace ootween the tw> nations. 

CL Document fto. 36 will bo Defense Exhibit 89. This is an excerpt fran 
Adolph Hitler's speech on tho occasion of the Harvest Thanksgiving Festival 
on October 3, 1937. As. on othor occasions, it is emphasized horc that it is 

all important to ward off any Bolshevist attacks. 
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Tho next «locumcnt, CK No. 37, introduced as Defenso Exhibit No. 90, 

9 

is in connoction with Document No. 33. It guarantees the inviolability 

7 • 

of Belgium. ii 

The folio\d.i^ document No. 38, tdrich is to bo Exhibit 91, is an affi¬ 
davit of tho Reich Foreign Kinistor k curath about tho significance of tho 
German Italian friendship, tho value of which is seen in tho maintonanco of 
European peace. 

Tho last (tocunont of this volume Ho. 40, is in connection with Docu- 

% 

n»nt No; 39. It contains Adolph Hitler's declaration to Polish roprosonta- 
tivos of minorities. Ho again doc loros that ho tould safeguard pence on 
tho Polieh-goraan frontier. This will become Exhibit No. 93. 

This concludes tha first volume on German Foreign Policy. 

I shall now submit a number of CK documents, which deal with 1938 and 

$ , 

1939, They are all in connection with tho Austrian and Czech question. 
Thoso documents emphasize that tho official Goman agoncioa thought it 
particularly important to croato tho impression acong tho population that 

tho stops against Austria and Czechoslovakia woro legal. ^ 

• • • • 

The first sovon documents, U up to 47, inclusive, dool with tho si- 
tuation in January 1938, and the negotiations between tho last Austrian _ 
govurmnent and Adclph Hitler; decisive for tho impressions that thoso ne¬ 
gotiations mr.de on Go roan public opinion was tho telegram of the Austrian 
liinistor of Interior, Dr. Soyss-Inquart which is Document No. 46. This te¬ 
legram shows that the Austrian Government asks for tho assistance of tho 
Goman government in order to maintain order in Austria. 

I am submitting tlwsc documents in thoir sequence as follows; 

• 

Document 41 will become Defense Exhibit 94; 

Document 42 will bcccna Defense Exhibit 95; 

Document 43 will become Defense Exhibit 96; • 

Document 44 will bcccoc Defense Echibit 97; 
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•*. 

Document 45 will bccooc Defense Exhibit 93; 

Ip • 

Document 46 will bee arc Defense Exhibit 99; 

Document 47 will bcccoc Defense Exhibit 100; 

• 0 # 

The three following Documents, 48, 49c and 49b, show tho trends of 
thought prompting the march into Austria as it was pro sunt ad to tho German 
people. 49B shows tho enthusiastic wclcono the Austrian population gavo 
tho Gorman troopd. Those documents will rcceivo tho following Dofonso Ex- 
hibit numbers: 48 will bo 100; 49a will bo 102 and 49b will bo 103. 

Document 50 and 51 certain tho transfer of tho Austrian Government 
authority t<f tho Gorman Government, end it is shown that thoro was on 

Austrian Constitutional taw legalising this Union. 

* 

Document 50 will bocoao Exhibit 104, end CK 51 will become Dofonso 
Exhibit 105# 

CK Documont No. 52 is Hitler’s conversation with tho roll-known 

+ 0 

Journalist Hard Prico, in Lyons on 13 »»srch, 1938. Hitler onco moro empha¬ 
sized tho re tho legality of his stop. Ho states that Austria's union with 
tho Gorman Reich was in accordrnco with an ardent and historical wish Of 
tho Austrian population. 

This documont will become Dofonso Exhibit No. 106. 

Documont No. 53 is tho Fuehrer'3 speech before tho Goman Roichstag 
on 18 March, 1938. This document will bccooc Defense Exhibit 107. Tho fol- 

• 0 

lowing documents, 54 and 55, woro already tho subject of discussion during 

0 

these proceedings, when tho Envoy Dr. Paul Otto Schmidt was here as a wit- 

# • 

ness on tho 2nd of October,- 1947, English transcript pago 1541, I know 
that these tro documents which contain tho solersi declaration of tho Aust¬ 
rian Bishops on the occasion of tho Plebccitc in Austria wore rejected at 
tho time. However, I do offer them again for tho following reasons: in ny 
opinion they aro important with respect to tho knowledge of tho Geman peo¬ 
ple as to the legality of Adolph Hitler's stop in regard to Austria. 

This silicon declaration of the Bishops ms used with special emphasis 
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by national Socialist Propaganda in Germany. It is quito obvious that the 
declaration of the high Austrian clergy, in view of tho importance which 

0 

the Catholic Church not only enjoyod among Catholics, but also wrong tho 
Protestant circles of Germany, would bo suitablo to charactorizo tho stops 

9 

in Austria as boing legal and desirable. 

I offer these documents as Dofcnso Exhibits 106 for document 54 and 
109 for document 55. 

0 • 0 

KR. SPRECHER: Hr. President, in tho interest of timo, at loast at 

* • 

this time, w will not make an objection to a nuraber of thoso documents 
which wo think are in tho nature of attempting to show Justification for 
aggroqslon. 

0 9 0 

THE PRESIDENT: Thoy night bo so construed, but Jir. Prosecutor, might 
thoy clso bo ccopctont not upon knowlodgo of th6 Nazi plans, so far as 
thoso defendants ard concerned? Ho understand that Dr. Doottchor is of- 

foring thorn to show there is nothing about oxprossod and doc la red and opon 

/ 

Nazi policios to lead thoso defendants into believing that there was a 

0 

Plan for an aggrossivo war. Ho so statod, and it soems to bo competent on 
that scoro. 

0 0 

MR. SPRECHER: I was referring, Mr. President, to sente of tho documents 
•which refer to the period aft or tho aggrossivo act has boon porformod, 

and I «a saying that in tho interest of time wo will not make a prosont 

0 0 

objection, although no may como back to thoso documents, as well as sono 

0 

of thoso this momiiy;, in a special motion. 

0 *0 

THE PRESIDQfT: Vary wo 11, you have a right to do that, but lot mo say 
• 0 

for tho Tribunal, that as wo approach tho end of tho Trial, wo would regret 

0 

to SCO any great accumulation of resorved objections; whore you can do it, 

0 

wo would much prefor that you nako your objoction at the time, and oo can 

0 0 

pass on it, and have it behind us, because there is dangor that we are 
going to have a large accumulation accumulation of reserved objections 
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and exceptions horo that will noro or loss bog us down in tho last hours 

* • 0 

of tho trial. That is no nandnto at all, but whero you can do it, wo would 
rather you do it than easily postpone it and tako it up later. 

9 
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MR. SrSECHEF.: Veil, Hr, Resident, the reason I just mentioned it 
now is because if we don't object at least you will know our position 
sn a general way with resoect to our feelings concerning the weight. 

DR. 30ETTCEER: I now turn to documents dealing with the Buleten- 

• • • ® 

German question. The CK Documents 56 urn to 58 show the atmosphere in 
which the Sodeten-Germon auestion was presented to the German oeople. Tho 
clashes between Czechs and Germane And the oppression to which the Sudetcn- 
GOrnano were subject ore being described in th>se documents. CK Docunont 
56 will become Document 110, CK Document 57 will become Exhibit Humber 

111 and CK Document Humber 58 will become Defense Exhibit Hunber 112. 

# 

The next document, CK Document 59 is a telegram Adolf Hitlor 
to the President of the United States, Ro-sevelt. In this telegram 
Hitler suns up his opinion on the Sudeten-Gernan question from tho 
•joint >f view of legality and fron the point of view of his endeavors 
for the naintenance of the European peace. This document will becono 
Defense Exhibit Humber 113. CK Document Humber 60 represents the so- 

e 

called Munich Agreement. It will become Defense Exhibit Hunbor 114. • 
Documents 61 and 62 are the so-called peace declarations by Jornany 
and Groat Britain 4n the one hand and Geroarer and Franco on the other, 
in oonnection with tho Munich Agreement. Document Hunber 61 will bear 
nunter 115; Document Hunber 62 will bear Defense Exhibit Hunber 116. 

I now turn to a number of documents of the year 1939. D5cur:ent 
Hunber 63 is a statenent on the relations to Hungary. Docunent Hunber 
64 is n declaration with respect to the relations to Poland. These 
two documents will becone Exhibits 117 and 118 respectively. 

The last document is significant because it is in connection with 
Ribbentrop's visit to Varoav on the fifth anniversary of the Gernan- 
Pollsh agreement. The atr.osohere is still perfectly peaceful. The 
sane assurance is being given by Adolf Hitler on the occasion of his 
speech on 30 January 1939, tho sixth anniversary of the National Socialist 

revolution. I shall only quote a brief sentence: "Germany is happy 
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today to have pacified frontiers on the vest, south and north". 

"Gernany wants peace and friendship with all countries including the 
United States of Anerica. I offer this docunent ns Defenso Exhibit 
Amber 119, 

Docunents66 and 67 are extensions of the so-called "Anti-Conintorn Pact 
by Hungary's and Manchukuo's nenbershlp. They will becooe Exhibits 

120 and 121 . 

Docunent 60 fttarts the action against the protectorate. In that 
docunent a terror wave ty the Csechs against the Cenans is reported. 

This docunent 60 will becooe D«f* nM Exhibit 122 . 

Docunents 69, 70 and 71 deal with the creation of the protectorate. 

The purpose of these docvcents is to show to the u ernan people and to 
the entire world the legality of the Goman steps, ^ocunent 69 will 
becooe Exhibit Amber 123, Doctment Amber 70 will becooe Exhibit 124 and 
Docuient Amber 71 will become Defenso Exhibit 125. 

D ocunent Amber 72 contains an ocoooclc agreement between Gernany 
and Aounanla in ordor to pacify the Balkans, I offer it as Exhibit 126* 

The following docunent Amber 73, shows the extension of the Anti- 
Conintern Pact to Spain. It is offered as Defenso Exhibit Nunbor 127. 

Docunent Amber 74 shows the tension between Goronny and Poland 
which had arisen fro a Great Britain's guarantee for tho indennendor.ee 
of tho Polish state. The German government states that this ngreenent 
is in contradiction with the Polisb-Geman oeaco agreeoent of 26 January 
1934. This d icunent I offer into evidence as Dofonoe Exhibit 190. 

The following docunent, Nunbor 75, is an official Gernan conn uni quo 

% 

on the occasion of the state visit of Count Teleki.the Hungarian PTine 
Minister, describing this visit as acontribution to the naintenanco of 
peace.. It will becoue Exhibit Amber 129.. 

Dealing with sin liar subjects are Docunents 76 up to 01, which 
again show the peaceful relations and the endeavors in the interests of 
the naintenance of peace. 

These deal with pacts with Italy, Dennark,. Yugoslavia, Estonia and 
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Latvia. Document 76 will become Defense Exhibit 133; D. 77 , E. 131 ; 

D. 78, £. 132; D. 79, Z. 133; D. 80, 2. 134; and D. 81, E. 135. Docu¬ 
ment 82 is the non aggression pact between Germany and Soviet Russia of 
23 August 1939 which created a great sensation at the tine. It will 
becorsa Exhibit Dunbar 136. 

Document Duaber 83 is the headlines, of the Volkischer Beobachter of 
the last *ugust days of 1939. *11 these headlines had the aropagandistic 
numose of surest in* to and informing the Cernan people that it was not 
Germany but Aland who was the aggressor. This document vUl boccr.e 
Defense Exhibit 137. 

Offered for the sane ourpose oro the three following docunents, 84, 
05a and 85b. Their propagandists ain lo to divert the attention of 
the Goman people from the aggressive war which was planned durlngtho 
secret meetings. They are intended to moke the nggrosslon against 
Aland appear as a defense against Allah a^-ression. 84 will become 
138, 85a will become 139 and 85b will becooe 140. • 

The third but last document, Dumber 86 will become Defense Exhibit 
141. That is the Fuehrer's well-known cccaunlcation to Frine Minister 
Dalodier. Hitler represents his policy townrds Aland as being absolutely 
l*Cal. 

CK Docufjent 87 I shall introduce as Defense Exhibit 142. Theso 
are the propositions for a peaceful settlement of the Dcntig Corridor 
oroblen as well re the Qernan-Alish question of ninorities. 

CK Document Number 88 will be introduced ns Defense Exhibit 143. It 
is the Fuehrer's sneech before the German Reichstag at the beginning 
of the Gernan-Alish dispute. It shows that only a defense against 
Alish aggression is being intended. 

The last four docunents of this bock are shown in order to *>rove 
that the rearmament of Germany was carried out quite -oublicly, CK Document 
89 deals with the private visit to Berlin of Colonel Lindbergh's tho 
American transatlantic flier and describes his official receotion by 
Geering. This document will become Defense Exhibit 144. Docunents SO. 
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and 91 concarn tha visit of Ganaral Yuilloqis, tha chief of staff of 
the Frendh airforces and also the visit by officers of tha British Royal 
Air Force. 90 will becaae 145, 91 will become 146. 

I shall now turn to the last document, Xunbar 92, which is offered 
to prove that the United States of America, da facto, recognised the 
annyxation of Austria to tha Gernan Reich. This document, Number 92, 
till receive j>-fense*ixhiblt kn>vr 147.' Ch's ooncludos tM Bicond 
voluna of dscunents with record to German foreign policy. 

Before submitting the third book, your Honors, which contains 
utterances by Oornan hlfr military leaders I would like to examine the 
wltneso Fritzsche, if that pleases the Tribunal. 
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THE PRESIDENT: The Marshal nay bring in the witness. 
Witness, will you please remain standing for the purpose-• 
of being sworn, raise your right hand, say "I", and 
state your name for the record. 

THE WITNESS: I, Hans FTitsche — 

THE PRESIDENT: Now repeat after me the oath — 

P 

swear by God the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will 
speak the pure truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

You may be seated. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY DR. BOETTCHER: 

Q. Witness, for the record would you please state 
your present residence. 

A. At present I am residing in the prison of the 

Palace of Justice. That is I am made to reside there. 

• • 

Otherwise I am a prisoner in the Regensburg Camp. 

Q. Witness, you nere indicted before the Inter- 
national Military Tribunal as a major war criminal. 

A. Yes. 

Q. What was the sentence? 

A. I was acquitted on all counts under which I am 
indicted. 

Q. Would you be kir.d enough to describe to the 
Tribunal what positions, official positions, you held 
from 1933 until 1945? 

A. In 1933 I remained what I had been before that 
time — namely chief editor of the German Broadcasting News 
Service — the so-called Wireless Service. I retained in 
this position until about 1938. From December 1938 until 
liarch or April 1942 I was head of the department German 
Press in the press department of the Reich government in 
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the Propaganda Ministry. Then I was a soldier on the 
Eastern front. Then, in December 1942 I became head of 
the Broadcasting Department of the Propaganda Ministry 
and I remained that until 1945. 

Q. Thank you very much. Was the German people 
prepared by the press and radio for the possibility or 
probability of a future war, before the outbreak of the 
last war? In your position, after all, you exerted some 
influence in this respect. 

A. Yes. The possibility of war was pointed out. 

B ut it was always pointed out in this connection, that 
if war came it would only be an attack on Germany. 

Q. From your knowledge of the situation can you 
tell us how this danger of aggression to Germany was sub¬ 
stantiated? 

A. It was explained above all by the fact of 
the one-sided disarmament. It was pointed out that exist¬ 
ence of a state which was completely disarmed among 
highly armed countries was a temptation to attack. 

T herefore, in the first years after 1933, it was dennnded 
at first that the other states also disarm and then it 
was demanded that armaments be equalized. 

Q. Did the German propaganda emphasize the German 
will for peace in that connection? 

A. The possibility of war was mentioned _ not a 

single time, to my recollection — without its being 
pointed out simultaneously that Germany did- not want war. 

Q. Could you perhaps very briefly, from your know¬ 
ledge of the situation, explain in a little more detail 
this emphasis of the will for peace. 

A. Of innumerable examples that could be cited, I 
shall mention only one which was specially convincing to me 
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and probably also to millions of Germans. It was Hitler's 
assurance that he had been a simple soldier in the first 
World War. He knew what war meant. Therefore he would 
always try to prevent war. This argument had an especially 
convincing effect on the mass of the German people, simply 
because no one can experience £he realities of war without 
becoming an opponent of war. 

Q. Witness, you stated that from an abundance of 
examples you would only give one. Could you perhaps 
briefly give us a second? 

A. Hitler said that in all the bloody fighting of 
the last thousand years in Europe, even the victor at the 
time hd never won as much as he had previously beo n forced 
to sacrifice during the war. 

Q. Witness, since you officially repeated these 
ideas, did you actually believe in the sincereity and 
honesty of Hitler's declarations of peace? 

A. I certainly believed in them firmly and as I 
said I had a thousand reaans for doing so. 

Q. Would you be good enough to cite a few reasons 
for your convictions? 

A. I remember the time of the war threat in the 

* 

summer of 1939. During this time I wrote a number of memoranda 
on the political situation from my field of work, that is 
the news service. I named up on only two pages opinions 
from the Western countries and I put them next to each 
other. For example, an English opinion on the Austrian 
incident and a statement from the same source on the Sude- 
tenland. One on the cae of Bohemia and Moravia, one on the 
case of Poind. I concluded therefrom, and this was the 
automatic result of the material, that‘in the event of a 
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conflict with Poland, England, for example, was determined 
to wage war in the defense of Poland, no natter what the 
temporary legal position might be at the moment of the 
conflict. Dr. Goebbels, to whom I presented these merno- 
rada, was very ouch interested in the contents. I remember 
one case, I believe that was’ in July 1939,: when I gave him 
one or these short memoranda which was especially impressive. 
After h e had read it through, he said to me in great 
excite ment:. "Hr. Fritzscho, you may be assured we have 
not worked for six years and worked so successfully Just 
to risk everything in a war. I will fly to see Hitler 
tomorrow with your report.“He did so. 

Q. Witness, that was your personal attitude. As 
a result of your position, did you learn of fets from 
which you deduced that the German people, too, up to the 
outbreak of the war, were convinced of the sincerity of 
H itier's assurances of peace? 

A. As far as ny observations went, and as far as 
I was ble to draw my conclusions, I was aid I am toda;- 
firmly convinced that the German people, at that time, 
like myself, over wh elmingly believed Hitler's assurances 
of peace. Inasfar as Hitler acted differently from what 
he put down in these assurances of peace, he deceived 
the German people. 


l 
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Q. Did you get regular reports on the public o-_iinion in C-craony? 

A, I was an old journalist by profession, and, of courso, I had 
numerous sources frf’n which I was able to ascortain j-ublic opinion. Aaido 
fron the rather extensive private inforaation service, so to spoelr, 
about public opinion, I also received regular roports - I bcliovo it 
was called "I<ago bcrlcht" situation hoport - which was emptied according 
to tho methods of the Gallup Instituto by ono agency attached to the 
RSHA, tho Hoich Security Main °ffico. Theso reports, too, indicated what 
I nysclf had 1 oar nod froa ay own sources of inforaetion- nitaoly that tho 
Go roan pcoplo bolieved in Hitlcr*s assurancog «f poaco,. I nay add, if 
tho Gcroan pcoplo had not boliovod Hitlor’ o asaurrancoa of poaco at that 
tino thon they would havo refusod to follow hln. That is ay conviction. 

<k Witnoss, oould you briefly givo us sooO of tho considerations 
which prooptod tho Gcrann pcoplo to bollovc in Hitler’s assuroncos. of 
poaco,. 

A. It was like a concor in tho Gcroan policy, in tho ported aftor 
tho first World War, tho refusal to civo up tho territory lost in tho 
Yorsaillos Troaty. Even politicians who had outwardly doclarod thom- 
solvos willing to fulfill all tho provisions of tho dictato of YorwdllOs 
had innor reservations and at loast h-'ped for a pcrhrqjs poacoful roturn 
tho torrit-ry l"st at Vorstillcs. Hitler was tho first nan in Gornnny 
who dared and was ablo to dare t<* guarantee tho borders drawn at Yor- 
salllos. Ho was ablo to do that bocauso of his groat p-pulnllty and 
it could not bo soon thon that ho intendod to brook thoco guarontcos. 
Moreover, tho C-ornan pcoplo saw that othor countries rocognl-od Hitlor. 

It is not fashionablo today to spoefc of thnt, but it is a fact that for 
a C-ornan, looking at things fron Gernany, nevor since the end of tho first 
World War, had a Goman gofornnent had such groat success as tho Hitler 
government. I nay ronind you of the demonstrations of other countries 
at tho Olympic Genoa. I nay ronind you of tho C-ernan-Britioh Nnval 
Agreement, the first agrees cut clearly breaking ono of the disaraaaont 
toms of the Yorsai lies Troaty. I nay ronind you of tho Munich Agreement 
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about the Sudotenland and cthor things. 

Q, Thank you very much. 

Witnoss in the later years, and I an particularly th inking of 1939, 
was it known in C-ornany that foreign countries woro doubting Hitlor's 
lovo of poaco? 

A. Of courso that was known. May I add soaothing? Boforo tho out¬ 
break of war, listening to foroign radio 0 tat ions was not prohibited in 
Go nanny. Bosidos, almost all foroign nowspapors c~uld bo bought in Gor_ 
a any. Only a vory few Goman languago foroign papors woro banned which 
had achiovod a nass distribution in Gornany. Otborwiso, ovory papor in 
tho world was availablo in Gornany and Gornany participated fully in 
tho world-wido discussion on tho question, "Is Hitlor's will for poaco 
slncoro or not?" 

<4, What was tho German pooplos' reaction to tho various doubts which 
areso fron news fron foroign countrios; 

A. In Gornany thcro vni an onornous stock of faith in Hitlor. In 
tho oyoo of tho Gornans, Hitlor h B d oamod that faith by unpnrollod con¬ 
structive work. And in ny constant dealing with this question in tho 
courso of my work, Ioboorvod again and iy;ain that ho who did not boliovo 
In Hitlor usually had a priori or toao othor sourco of rosontsont against 
Hitlor by roason of which ho refusod to have faith in him. 

<i, Mitnoss, wiothor question. Could you perhaps toll us what tho 
Gormans' roaction was whon tho war startod on tho 1st of Soptenbor 1939? 

A. Tho Goman pooplo woro deeply shocked at tho outbreak of war, 
with roal abhorronco, I might s*y. There was no troco of enthusiast for 
war such as in 1914 porhops. I may cooparo tho two ovonts bocauso I rotnom- 
bored tho outbroak of tho first World War. 

Q, Aro you referring your description of this iaprossion to the 
broad a asses only, or also to the loading circles of tho intolligcntsia, 
tho civil sorvanto and industry? 

A. Perhaps I have trlkcd to core people in C-ernaay than many c thors 
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havo. I did not di«cover & single Gossan who was happy at the outbroak 

of war. I coroly found differences In the degree of consternation. 

And now a third subject nattor, vitnoss. Can you toll no whothor 

from your knowlodgo of the situation, tbo C-ornan pooplo wore infornod of 

tho atrocities in the concentration coaps? 

A, I no flrnly ccnrincod that tho Goman pooplo, at lonst tho ovor- 

• • 

whole? ng majority of tho Goman panics, did not know of theso atrocitioa. 
Thoro aro mrny pooplo today who say that they always know about it. I hnvo 
talked to many such pooplo. I havo learned that at ono tino noet of than 
judgod diffcrontly. Thoy hoard tho ruaors which nost of tho Gorman pooplo 
hoard. Thoro wore nsaors which woro cent to Gem any in tho foreign broadJ 


casts during tho war too. Tho nows which 


to Germany through tho 


foreign radio I know almost without oxcoptioa bocauso I had thee on my doak 


ovory day. i eh now assortion that 


vf in this fiold I triod to havo 


invostigatod end I rocoivod donials, donials which did not simply supor- 
ficially dony ovorything but which wont into details, which said, for in- 
■tnneo, "this is complotoly fnlso", "This is an invention", "thr>t has a 
core of truth", otc, I personally Gnlnod tho conviction , on the basis of 
thoso roports, that tho nows cf atrocltios cooing from abroad was untruo. 
According to ay knowlodgo today it has turned out that ntrocltioo oca’rrod 
in concentration epops primarily in tho very beginning, in 1933; that thoy 
woro stopped vory aeon md lator again, toward tho end of tho wnr, thtro, 
it is true, thoy roachod gigantic dimensions. According to ny knowlodgo 
t^day, I on cenvincod that thoro was a rogularorganitation which kept this 
nowo freo oproading out of tho concentration crops to tho public. 

Q. Ono last question, witnoso. 

Did you and tho Gorman pooplo know of tho macs murder of Jews? 

A. I did not know of this.mass murder. I on flrnly convincod that 
tto Gorman pooplo did not know of it. What I havo Just said abouttho at- 
rocitios in concentration cesps qiplios to this torriblo fact too. Foreign 
news sour coo during the war gavo figures of murders cf Jews. Thoso figures 
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wore presontod to no every day pad, as a nie who believes that ho was • 
fborough in his j-'b, I did not bollevo thoso figuros. Tho roasons for ‘ 
this aro the 11 -wing. Of ab^ut one hundred foreign reports on evonta 
In C-ernanjr, I va* ablo to chock oighty to nlnoty on an avorago mysolf. 
Those wero reports, f*r oxnsple, ab-ut strikes in Boehm, about unrost 

f 

in Dortnund, about '•thor incidents. For example, tho nr it st — that 1 o 
ono pioco of nows that just happens to occur to no - of ton thousand 
Gzocha in tho first days of tho war, including tho Mayor of Preguo. 

Wo sent Goman and foroign journalists to Prague and they interviewed 
tho Mayor who was supposod to hero boon arrostod. To sm up: *i;.hty 
por cent of thoso roports I was ablo to investigate md provo beyond 
any doubt that they woro untrue. Thoro renained twonty por cont of 
tho so_callod atrocity roports. In thoso casos I was forcod to rely 
on official donials. I approachod tho RSHA (Roich Socurity Main Offico) 
tho Ministry of tho Intorier, tho Prussian Prino Minister, tho GKV, otc. 

If fourJflfths of tho forolgn roports about Gomany could bo provod to 
bo falso, why should I assmo, contrary to official roports and stntononto, 
that this ono-fifth woro true. Today I cannot supproso a doop rogrot thrt 
tho Allied radio, if it was roally in possession of those facts, did not 
succeed during tho war in nnking its reports noro crodlblo. I, of courso, 
wns prodioposod to disbelieve this nows and whonovor such an atrocity 
roport cnao in I thought of tho cxrcpla of tho story in tho first World 
War whoro child on’s hands wero supposed to havo been choppod off, a 
fairy story which was later proved to havo boon lnvontod, and vory of ton 
on the Cornan radio I roforrod to this story of tho choppcd-off childvon'u 
hands to point out hew isprebable tbo atrocity roports of tho socond 
World War woro. 

I®. BCETTCHia: Thank you very nuch, wltnoss. 

Your Hon^r, I havo c'ncludod ny oxaa 1 nation. 

THS PHEGIIEST: Tbo Tribunal will rise f>r its rocoss. 

(A rococs was toJeen.) 
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THE UkRSKAL: The Tribunal is again in session. 

DR. BOETTCHER: ^our H onprs ? I have been asked, 
although I have concluded ay examination, to put three 
brief questions on behalf of a colleague of mine who is 
unable to do so. 

THE PRESIDENT:- Very well, Doctor. 

DIRECT EXAIONATION 
(Continued) 

BY DR. BOETTCHER: 

Q. iu*. Fritzsche, before 1933 r;ere you also deal¬ 
ing with politic al questions? 

A. Yes, I had been a Journalist, a political 
Journalist, for a decade before that. 

Q. Do you know that prior to 1933 the represents- 

V 

tives of the Social Dococratic and Comcunist Party made 
statements to the effect that a seizure of power by Hitler 
would mean war? 

A. I an aware of that but I an also aware that 
the slogan of the Rational Socialists was: "Seizure of 
power by the Comnunists means civil war." 

Q. Is it your view that on the 5th of iferch 1933, 
on the occasion of the First Reichstag election, after 
the seizure of power, Hitler would have obtained the 
large majority of votes if the German people had at that 
tine believed the statements by the Social Democratic 
and Conmunist Party, that Hitler's seizure of power would 
actually mean war? 

A. If the German people had known that Hitler was 

going to wage war, he would not have received these votes. 

I am convinced he would not have received a single vote 

because no sensible person chooses cholera nor would a 
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sensible person vote for war. 

DP.. BQ2TTCKZR: Shank you very ouch . 

3Y DR. HOFTIjU.*!.* (Counsel for defendants Ambrqs and von der 
H ey de): 

Q. Ur. Frit2sche, you mentioned that you received 
reports on atrocities in concentration camps. Did you 
investigate these reports and to what extent did you do 
this and At what did you arrive? Can you remember any 
incidents of that kind? 

A. I remember then very well. I distinguish be¬ 
tween two groups of reports about atrocities in the con¬ 
centration caops. The first group came to my attention 
in 1953. These reports cane in part only from foreign 
s ources. The rest caae from Germans. I learned that 
these reports were correct. The three authorities whom 
I approached also told me that these tilings would be 
stopped. These three agencies we le: Dr. Goebbels, 
oy own superior, the Reich Uinister of Interior Frick, 
the ?russian Prime Uinister Goering; and later I 
learned of trials against the perpetrators of these 
atrocities. Then nothing happened for many years. 

During the war I received the next group of reports 
on concentration camp atrocities. Here I relied on 
denials of the H3KA which had been founded in tS*.~ mean¬ 
time. In addition to that, as is 'ho duty of a journalist, 
I tried to get news on my own: 

(a) I asked people who h-G inspected concentration 
camps for information. I did not know at that time what 
I know today, that no inspection of any penal institution 

can give a true picture to the visitor. I received such 

• _ • 

a report from Sturmbannfuehrer Radtke, Gerhard Radtke, 
who had inspected four or five concentration camps in 
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1942, if I an not mistaken. He described to me that they 
were in good condition. H e merely reported of one camp 

\ 

where addition! disciplinary punishments were inflicted 
in the form of hard labor. There was no question of 
murder or the horrible concept of annih ilatlon by work. 

H e knew nothing about these’two things or at least he 
denied that these things existed. 

(b) I attempted to speak to people who had them¬ 
selves been inmates of concentration camps. I cam in close 

% * * * • 

contact with a soldier named Reintge who for six months 
in 1942 was together with me. *.7e were together constantly 
and 1 am sure that he spoke openly and honestly. He 
described his experiences in the camps where ho had 
been from 1933 until 1941. He told me that he had been 
beaten in 1933. H e also told me that after that he 
had been treated humanely and decently. 

(c) I inquired of prominent persons who Z knew 
had been in concentration camps — for example, the 
adju tant of Hess, by the name of Leitgon, or the former 
Austrian chancellor Schuschnigg. I was told that 

Schusch nigg had been permitted to marry in a concentra- 

• • 

tion camp and to live with his wife; or, to give ohly 
one of many examples, I inquired about Pastor Niomoeller 
• and I learned not only from official sources but from 

Niemoeller's friends that he had been given special 

• • . 

quarters and that he was allowed to receive visitors 

and that he was able to work, do mental work. 

Q. Did you ever visit a concentration camp your- 

• • 

self? - - 

A. I was fre quently invited to do so but I never 
accepted the invitation because I realized that I would 
merely be shown Potemkin Village. However, I lost no 
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opportunity to talk to concentration camp inmates when 

• 9 

I found .then at work. I conducted dozens of such con- 
versations. At first I was met with great suspicion 
which is understandable. • A few sensible words overcame 
tills suspicion and I then re gularly heard the complaints: 

. I I \ 

"We were unjustly arrested." B eyond that, however, I 
heard the assurance: ."The food is not bad. The housing 
is quite decent; it is tolerable, at least", and some of 
them said: "Well, at least we aren't ^n the Arm;", 

Q. Ur. Fritzsche, you said you didn't visit a 
concentration camp because it was your vion thttta wrong 
impression would be crcatod. Wh oroupon do you base 
that? 

0 

A. When I was a vory young Journalist, I inspoctcd 
tho prison of Berlin-Tcgol on one occasion and I had the 
impression then that tho person who visits a prison scos 
nothing but tho bare tails. Ho learns nothing of tho 
life there. 
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tu Another ouestion: you wore speaking of the knowledge of the 
broad nos8<48 of the Gernan people. Vould you cake a distinction vithin 
the broad nasses of the Gernan people, between cenbers of on organization 
declared to be criminal, ouch as the SS, end those who were not nenbers. 

I 8hall confine uyself presently to the broad cesses and when Booaking 

9 i 

of the SS, I an not'talking of the lending nertonalities and those 

innediately connected with concentration canos. 

A. This distinction between the broad nesses of the Gernan poou- 
• * 

latl)n and the naes of the SS cannot be drawn. Even according to what 
I know today, I can nake only the distinction which you have Just indi¬ 
cated — thht is, the distinction between the broad nasses of the Qornan 
people, including the rats of SS neebers on the one hand, and thooo who 
participated in .he crloee, a rather snail nueber, on the other hand. 

BY DR. RUDOLF DIX (Counsel for defendant Schnitz.) 

Q. Mr. Fritzsche, during your exonination by attorney, Dr. Boottchor 
you spoke about the attitude of the Gernan people, of various Gernan 

population categories, toward Hitler's will for peaco. As' o consoouonce 

• • 

of his will for peace, you discussod the shock experienced by the 
Gernan population on the occasion of the outbreak of tho war. Did you 
speak to leading con of Gernan industry in that sensoT 

A. I certainly aust have done that, t»t I cannot give you any 

e m 

nenos at the nocoent and it would require a certain mount of reflection 
to be able to nention any nanos. 

DR. DIX: Thank you; that will suffice. 

THE rTL-SIEZtfT: .Anything further froo defense counsel? Then tho 
prosecution nay cross oxnnine the witness. 

CROSS EXAMIHATICH 

BY S^HZCELSe 

Q, Dr. Fritzsche, did you personally believe the foreign press 
reports concerning the destruction of the Czechoslovakian city of Lidice? 

A. I did not read any foreign press reoorts of the destruction of 
Lidice but, because I was at the front in the East at this tine, I rand 
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the Gernan newspaper reports about the’ penal action at Lidice 


concentration ccupp? 


not reported. 


q. Did you later, when you caae tack fron the Russian front, at 


the end of 1942, conduct any reoorts as to what the foreign press had 
said about Lidice during your absence? 


iliar with "Das Archiv” Which I think 


was uentioned in your trial, as a natter of fact. Did you know that 

• * 

"Das Archiv* reported at the tine that the ownen of Lidice wore bolng 


sent to concentration cams and that the children wero be in,: iipropriatoly 


dispersed anon* Gernan fasllles? 


A. I did not know that at the tine and I did not know, it until 


q. You did know that the nen of Lidice had baan killed, according 
to the Geroan press reports thenselves to- the Inst nan? 


A. Ho, I did not know that. I heard the reports about tho 


Thoeo 


destruction of Lidice 


reports alone gave rise to on opinion on this egont which I hnvo 
oxoreased onco before in this roan. This opinion was: "It is a snail 


itish that they were able to nurder Eeydrich. It is a big success 


for British propaganda and policy that the Gomans wero so foolish ns 


to destroy a town in revenge*" 

r _ 

q. How at the tine of the econcai«Tlaw», at the end of 1938, with 
respect to the elinination of Jews fron Goman econany, you had just 
shortly prior to that ti » received your first big position, is that 

S 

correct, your position as head of the Goman rt-esa Division? 

A. I believe that I was given this position a nonth later, 
q. Veil, did you exoect that the treatnent of Jews in the foreign 
countries occupied by Gornaiw valid be better than the troatnont of 







4 Me7-.A-JP-2o-3-.-Y ineeu (Int. von Schoa-Saaler) 

Court VI Case VI 

.the Jew* in Garnery itself, particularly after you received the foreign 
press reports es to vhat was happening to these Jews in the 'oreign 
cwn tries? 

A. May I ask you to repeat the question? I didn't understand 
the beginning, 

• # 

Q- Certainly, After you had read the foreign reports and the radio 
broadcast with respect to what vas happening to the the Jews in the 
foreign countries, the occupied countries, did you at that tine still 
believe, or did you believe at that tine, that the Jews in the occupied 
countries were being treated better than the Jews in Gemany had been 
treated? 

A. I did not believe that twt I did not telleve either that thoy 
would be treated eo ouch worse as was actually the case. Por of the 
Jews resident in Oernany the najority cane to Thereslenstndt, as I know ' 
today, and were n* ourdered, while the Jews in the occuoied territorial 
wore largely sent to Auschvits and killed. 


s 
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3 As of 1 Septccber 1939, where did yew think the Jews of Germany 
were being kept? 

A On the first of Septosber 1939, as far as I know, of the 
approximately 600,000 German Jews, 200,000 had emigrated and 409,000 
were still in the Reich; most of thee were free. 

• ' 9 

Q You still felt from the first of September 1939 that most of 
the Jevra in Gem any were free, is that your testimony? 

A I thought that then and * know today that that is the case. 

Q Did you still believe that in the year 1%A, with respect to 
German Jews? 

A No, I knew that in 19U. they were evacuated from Germany. 

Q Did you know that the Jews were not only evacuated free Germany 
but had also been evacuated froq countries liko Hungary and moved toward 
tho oast or further to the east? 

A No, 1 did not knou that. I knew only of tho arrest of individual 
Jons, Iwt not the evacuation on bloc of J ows in cortain countries, whim 
I know of now. 

9 

Q Did you know anything in your propaganda position about tho 
contrary raovanait, nancly, the sett lcr.cn t of Gera an in tho occupiod 
countries, that is, in poraanent hcces? 

A No, not in the occupiod territories, only in territories to 
which Conaany had raised, or intended to raise, some claim. The eastern 
territories lost at Versailles, for instance. I knew that permanent 
Gorman sott lenonts wero set up there. 

Q Did you believe any'of the foreign press reports concerning the 

• * • 

alleged murder, at the time of the Rooha affair, of many persons who 
were not even acopiaintcd with' Roche? 

A Mother the persons who were unjustly killed on the 30th of Jure, 
193A, kneu Roche or rot, 1 cannot say. At any rate, at noon on the 30th 
of June I hoard free G oering himself at a presr conference that together 
with the guilty conspirators of the 30th of June, as they were called at 
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the tiae, sane innocent persons had perished. 

Q Perhaps this is a strange question to you, but did you have 
any subordinate who were superior to, or who worked with, core ent rati on 
canp inmates? 

A I do not roaember that any of ny subordinates worked with 
concentration canp inmates; and at the adeent I cannot think in what field 
that might have been. B ut 1 administered a field employing five thousand 

e 

people. 'Jhethcr one or another of them may have had connections with some 
concentration camp ini '-as, I cannot say, 

Q Did jou have any offors from tho RSHA or fraa tho authorities 

0 

to visit any of tho concentration camps in the Eastern Occupied areas, 
including p oland, after jou had the foreign press reports and tho radio 
broadcast reports that Jews and other opposition elements wero boing 
nurdorod thoro? 

A I did not rocoivo an express invitation to visit esmps in tho 
East. I do not know whothcr after 1942 I received any aich invitations 
ct all. B ut I do ranoabor receiving such invitations when 1 was head 
of tho department fbr. the Goman press. I hold that position until tho 
spring of *42. 

Q You nover asked the authorities fer permission to visit rny 
of tho eastern camps after y>u had those reports on atrocities? 

A No, I did not express this wish. 

Q Boforo 1939 "M yon pcr»-:-’*.y travel abroad? 

A ihnt was the qucstictl? 

Q I will rephrase the question. After you had your position 
from December, 1933 on, as loader of tho Gorman Proas Division, did you 
travol abroad thereafter, except for your excursion to Russia vhen jou 
■cro a so id or V 

A As head of the Department for tho Genua n Press 1 do not bcliovo 

• • 

that I made any trip abroad, but befbro aid afterwards, I did. 

Q No-.', you read the daily pr*;ss protocols to tho representatives 
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w 

7 

of the Gonjrti press after Decoafecr, 1938, is that correct? 

A liay I ask what reports you are referring to? 

Q The daily press paroles of the Ministry of Propagarria. 

A Yes, of course I read that. 

I ocan you read them out loud -to the press representatives? 

A That was one of my chitics at the *press conference. 

h Did you determine the contents of the paroles which you read? 

A Mo, that was not oy Arty. T hese porolos case fraa the Reich 

^ 0 
Press Chief — if 1 mitfit just finish the answer. Thoy arose first of all, 

fraa tho requests of other ministries, such as the Foreign Offico, 

Transportation, Pinnnco, and so forth. Secondly, froo requests of Dr. 

Goobbels. And, third, froo the requests of Dr. Diotrich, the Reich Press 

Chief. • * 

• Q A nd although you wore diroctly under Goobbels, as 1 understand 
- • • * 
it, you roceivod reports for tho pross froo Diotrich also, is that right, 

Dlotrlchj tho Reich P^ss Chiof? * 

I 4 e 

A At that tino, I was not directly under Dr. Goobbels. Thore 
neru various people botwcon us, including Dr. Diotrich. 

Q Now, do you know any of thoso defendants porsonolly, or had 
you act any of then b of ore you care to Nuornborg, Dr. Fritrscho? 

A Not that I an aware of. At the ccncnt 1 can only say No. It 
cay well bo that 1 not one or another of tho gcriloacn at setro mooting; 
perhaps I nay oven have spoken to ono of then briefly. 

» 0 t 

Q Now, you spoke about a number of events bofore tho war which 
“ore regarded as succassos, succossos which no cno else had achiovod for 
^-raeny oxccpt Hitler. Speaking of what tho Goman pcoplo as a wholo 

* I 

rcrc fchi nJ<ing, is it yair testimony thet thoy regarded tho occupation of 
3oh.ada and Loravia, in karch 1239, as one of Hitler's successes? 

A Aaong tho exanplcs of Hitler's successes I deliberately 

* 90 

"drained fraa mentioning tho exacplo that you aro now bringing up, naaoly, 
thil Cxaa P le of Bohenia and kora via. The opinion in Germany of this success 
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of Hitler's was divided. The opinion on his previous successes — 
Sudotenland, Austria, and so forth — was almost unanimous. 

. Q You wore rending the protocols of the Reichsprcssechef a«i' 
the Propaganda Linistry at that time, that is to say, the early jr.rt 
of 1939, the last part of 1938. Were you aware at the tine that ttore 
was a certain tendency or bias in the so protocols with respect to the 
nows, or did you consider that they were the objective truth? 

A I cannot answer that question without so investigation of tho 
question: iftiat do you mean by objective nows? 

Q Did you think that the protocols that you were reading to the 
assembled newspaper poo pi o reported tj>c truth concerning tho affairs 
of th> time? 

A Of course, I thought that thoy prosentod the truth atout tho 
ovents of tho time. If •! had know: that they did not pro sent tho truth, 

then 1 would not havo read then out. But I also know that this tnith 

® • 

was colored with a certain toniency, and I epprovod thet tendency ns I 
understood it at tho time. I can imagine that today peoplo working in 
the info mat ion minis trios of various nations also bolievo that what 
thoy pass on contains the objective truth, merely colored by a certain 
tendency. 

• • 0 

Q Tilth respect to Bohemia and **oravia and Slovakia, that is, 
the remaining part of Czechoslovakia after the Sudctcnland was 
occupied in tho fall of 1938 — in Octobor, 1938 — after that timo 
and boforo tho occupation of Bohemia and ^*o ravin, what did you personally 
think wra the political objective of Hitler with respect to Bohemia and 
Uorevic7 
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A.- I thought at the tine that Hitler's aim was to neutralize this 
territory. 

• * 

Q.- Well, it was neutralized completely from one point of view, in. 

0 • # •* 

Uarch 1939, when he occupied.it; now, between that time and the first of 

« » ? a 

September, 1939, a fresh attack was opened with respect to Poland; isn't 
that true? 

A.- I must object to the ironic renark which preceded that question. 

• / • 

I an not of the opinion that in Uarch, 1939, Bohemia and Itoravia were 

• • • • 0 

neutralized. It would be foolish of -me to say so. On tho contrary, it 

• ^ 0 

was drawn on to one side of the roup of European powers. On the contrary, 
it WM drawn on to one side of the group of European potmrs. If you ask 
me what reasons I had for thinking so, I will be glad to answer your ques¬ 
tions. 

Q.- I will withdraw that port of ny question.. It was slightly argu- 

• • 

oontat^vo to say the loast. Now let's go on to-thp period after tho oc¬ 
cupation of Prague in Uarch, 1939. You recognized at that timo, from tho 
instructions that passod through your lips, that a campaign which onpha- 

I 

sized the so-callod Polish problem was begun; is that correct? 

0 9 0 

A.- Ur. Prosecutor, I was very attentively following events then, - 

0 

and I have had throe years now in prison to think over tho details, there¬ 
fore the answer that I am about to give you is tho result of loi^ delibe¬ 
ration, and I shall tell you the result of qy deliberations without explan¬ 
ation, but I will be glad to add tho explanation later. 

0 

I am of the opinion that after the case Bohemia and lioravia, Germany 

N « 

did not continue negotiations with Poland, but that it was Poland which 

continued them. The negotiations about the questions at issue with Poland 

0 _ * 

was begun in December, 1939 by Germany; - I beg your pardon, - in December 
1938. 

•Q.- Did you think that the objective of Hitler with respect to Poland 
was also a neutralization? . / 
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I think you *ould serve us better if 


you would develop from the witness what light ho can throw on what the 

German people thought, and what were natters of general and oonmon know- 
# 0 

ledfie, rather than what he thought at the tine, or thinks now'about it. 

That will not bo very helpful to us. You have had several questions, and 

• • 

unless it is purely preliminary to the broad objective, may I suggost 

0 

that that would bo more helpful, if you can show what the state of public 

0 • • 

opinioh was, what these defondants, as members of society may be charged 
with‘having known or thought at the tine, idiich is really the objective . 


that *.fS are concerned about 


BY UP.. SPRECHER: 

# • • 

Q.- Wore you convinced. Dr. Pritscho, that the German people on tho 
whole, rore believing everything which you were putting out in tho daily 


press parolos? • • 

A.- Mo nows was contained at all in the daily parolos. They merely 


in which nows 


contained instructions or rccoacondations for tho 


was to bo presented. Tho nexs came from quite different .sourcos, through 
the Deutsches Nachrichtonbuoro, and the foreign correspondents of the papors 
Therefore, it is difficult to answer the question, whether or not tho Gor- 
ttan people believed in the daily paroles. • ^ . 

Q.- ,f oro you quite convinced, as a member of tho Propagandy Ministry, 
that tho Gorman people were bclievihg the Volkischer Boobacbter then? 

A.- No, I did not believe nanythings it said and I regretted that very 
much. That was the result of very poor press policy during tho Sudeten 


you wanted to develop a propaganda which was oore believable by the German 
people; isn f t that tmie? 

A.- Precisely. 

Q.- lion did you personally get ary knowledge about nobilization plants 
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with rospect to ccononic mobilization, before September, 1939? 

# 

A.- Yes, I felt. I heard and I even learned officially that the Ger- 

0 

nan economic potential was going expanded, and I also learned that the 
war potential was being expanded. On the other hand, I an convinced today 

» w 

that at that tine armaments were being produced to an insignificant ex¬ 
tent, and almost exclusively for the Luftwaffe, 

However, I knew, that the economic war potential was being increased 

• * • s ’ 

- that is the possibility, if necessary, - to produce weapons on short 
notice, 

Q— Jtow ono other efiestion. You mentioned that you took some kind 
of a poll, or thoro was soop kind of a poll taken with rospect to how 
Gomans wore reacting on various points about which thoro might bo public 
opinion; did you over circulate a quostion among tho Gorman people which 
was substantially something like tho following: "Do you bo lie v o' in Hit¬ 
ler's assurances of Poaco?"? • 

A.- I did not Make such a Gallup-liko poll, I havo alroady said that 

0 

this was dono by an office working under tho RsHA, but in my daily discuss- 

• 0 

ions, I of courso, often askod this quostion and 1 hold this discussion 

0 • 

not with thousands, but with dozens and ovon hundreds of pooplo, and not 

0 _ 0 • 

simple citixons, but Journalists, that is, men who made public opinion. 

Mow, of tor tho war, I have learned to try astonishment that many,of 

# • • 

the Journalists, to idxxa I spoke then, wore very hostilo to Hitler. 

0 • • 

Q.- Toll, before tho war, end before you learned that, did most 
people know who you wore when they talked to you; that is, whbt position 
you held in tho Propaganda Ministry? 

A .- Everyone of the Press Conference knew my position in tho Propa¬ 
ganda Ministry. 

Q.- Now you mentioned the RsHA - tho Reich Security Main Office, - 
an some research that it put on. Was this before 1938? 

A.- Hhother it was before 1938. I do not know. I remember that I 
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received reports boforo 1938, but because I had a lomr rank in the Minis- 

• * 

try at that time I learned of thjmjonly in part, and only orally, and I did 

not see the origlral. I do not know the source of thoso reports! On the 
# * • # 
other hand, I do rexober that about tho time of the crisis, and tho out¬ 
break of the war, I roooived a forenunnor of tto news service vdiich lator 

• 0 

ran until tho end of tho war under tho naa-o of "tagcboricht", - Situation 

0 

• % 

Report, if I*b rot mistaken. 

SPRBCHBt: No furthor questions. 

TI5; PRESIDENT: Anything furthor frees tho counsol for tho Dofonso? 

RE DIRECT BCAKlNmON 
». BDEnCUffi: Oily ono question. 

Q.- Tfitnoas, in cross-cxaaination by Ur. Sprochor, you said that in 

0 

thj courso of 1939, you rocoivod. imfonaation to tho of foot that the eco¬ 
nomic potential for a war was boing expandod in order that in tho case of 

war, arms could bo produced. In this connoction wuld you toll bo whothor 

0 

jou brought this foot in connoction with any aggrossivo intentions, ard 

whothor tho Cortnan people saw it in this connoction? 

• • • 

A.- Of courso not. For me, and probably for cany millions of Gomans, 

% 

this expansion of the war potential was a natural consoquonco of tho fai- 
luro of others to disarm, and tho equalization of araanonts by Gorman re¬ 
armament. 

DR. BOETTCHER: Thank you very much. No furthor. quostions, 

0 

TOE PRESIDENT: Counsel, arc you all through with this witnoss now? 
Then, Ur. ’/’itness you arc oxcuscd from further attendance. The Marshal 
'fill escort you free tho box. 
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m. B^ETTCHITl: Your Honor, with your pomission T shall now 
submit Boole in. Thoso aro docunonts pertaining to tho German foreign 
policy. Part III contains a mnbor of docunonts which woro also intro¬ 
duced in tho Krupp trial. Fron Books H A and II B which woro intro- 
diced and accepted in tho Krupp Tribunal, containing altogether one 
kindred docunonts, I soloctod twolvo which I shall submit to Your 
Honors in this connoction. Thoso aro all affidavits of Gorman military 
loaders, with ono axcoption, who conform tho defensive naturo of Ger¬ 
many's roararuont and who deny any aggrossivo aims. CK Docunont 
will bo an affidavit of tho former Gonorcloborst Wilhelm Adam. Ho 
discusses the military situation in Gormany in 1933 whon tho Nazis 
saizod ponor. This will bocomo Dufonso Exhibit lbS. 

Docunont 5 95 discusses tho danger of a potontiol attad: on 
Germany's oastaro frontior and it shews tho defensive purpesos of tho 
moasuros tokon by tho Goman Army boforo 1938. I should liko to quote 
tho following sontonco from Gonofcl Zioglor's stataiont, I quoto: "In 
tho building up of tho Oornen ttotenaeM aftor 193U, tho military 
loadorship moroly thought of Germany's equality with othor nations 
but not of an aggrossivo war. Any othor considerations by tho highest 
political leadership woro unknown to tho TTohroacht." This docunont 
will bocooo Dofonse Exhibit 11*9. 

Tho noxt document, lour Honor* will bo CK Documont tf96 and I 
offor it as Dofonso Exhibit 150. Tho most important sontonco in this 
affidavit of Gonoral Horbort von Boocknann, who from 193U until 1935 
was tho referont in tho Roich Ministry of War, is tho following: 

"Evon in tho subsoquont yoars, aftor tho rointrodiction of gonoral 

• 

military conscription, the Wohnccht didn't know anything of nsrllko 
intentions by the political loadorship. 4 

Wo new turn to Document 591 which will become Dofonso Exhibit 
151. This is an affidavit of Gonoral TTostphol who, from 1935 until 
1938, was active in tho operational dopartaont of tho gonoral staff 
of tho arny. Important with respect to common knowledge as to 
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aggressivo aims is the following sentence: "The High Comand and 
General Staff of the krsy held the view that the Geraan Amy would 
be prepared for a war which would be forced upon it in the year 19h3 
at the earliest." 

The next docuaent will be 98 which will become Exhibit 152. 
This, Your Honor, is an excerpt frco the transcript cf the IHT of 

9 August 19lj6. This is the interrogation of former General FieldriSar- . 

• # .4 j 

shal von lianstein. On page‘20 of the document bock it says, I quote: 
"The intentions we had in the occupation of the Rhineland wero purely 
defensive. The Western Wall was planned, just as the Haginot Lino, 
as a wall insurnaintable in the event of an attack." This document 
is to become Defense Exhibit 152. 

Tho next docuaent, #99, will becaao Defense Exhibit 153- It 

/ 

is Important, because it deals with the so-called genoral staff 
travols abroad for the training of the higher general staff officers. 

I quotes "The tasks in respect to all those travols were the defonso 
against a French attack or a Joint attaok by France and Czechoslovakia, 
on Goman territory." 

The next document is #100 which will bocano Exhibit l5h. It 

deals with a similar subject. Gonoroloberst Adaus, who up to 1938 

• • I 

hold a leading position with the Genian Hehraacht, again s.>oal:s of tho 

tendency in tho training of the leading officers from tho point of view 
of national dofonse. In that- correction the following sentence is de¬ 
cisive, I quote: "T/henevor I irainod for ary duties as an officor, 
a., attack against another country was never tho problem." 

The next document 101 is also an affidavit by Generaloberst 
Adam. It will become Defense Exhibit. 155. This affidavit shows how 
tho coimar.der-in-chief of the airy Brauckitsch, in 1938, called a 
conference on the military political situation. Ha deals with a 
menorasdum which General Beck, the Chief of the Oeneral Staff, read 
and which dealt with Germany's internal ani foreign position. In that 
connection he discusses Germany's policy. Generaloberst von Frau ohitsch 
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• 9 ^ * * 

summarized the result of the conference with the following statenant; 

' "Tho higher officers of the ar=y are united in our rejection of war." 

The following document, #102, will receive Defense Exhibit 
156. T his is the testimony made by Generaloberst von Brauchitsch, who 
was Just mentioned before, before the D!T. This document is in sup¬ 
plementation of Kraaeh Document #129 which I introduced this mornipg 
— • 

in Book DC of tho Erov.ch documents. li is closely tied up with Defense 
Exhibit 155 just introdiced. ' * . 

-ho next docuaent, Tour Honor, will be CK Document 103. It 

is fn affidavit of Oenerrloberst Beck's successor. He was General 

& • » 

Halu-jr. He discusses the unfavorable position of Germany from a mil¬ 
itary point of view. On rage 3U of the document bock he says the 
follow rtf in sxcaary. and I quotos "The yehroacht always had in mind 
the defense of its on country.’ As to this concopt, they wore always 
reassured by tho proclamations of Ibo Reich Govorment and also by 
Adolf Hitlor'B govermont. 

On page 36 the affiant discusses the question of ft preparation 
for war by the General Staff. On page 37 it is stated: "Up to 1939, 
no plan of the General Staff existed which can be designated as a plan 
for tho concentration of troops for action or an oporatio’nal plan, 
either to tho east or to the nest." • - 

Then he says: "The plans for offensive in the west occasioned 
by the declaration of war on the part of England and France wore only 
made after the Polish Campaign on orders from the OKW." This document 
will bo Defense Exhibit 157. / 

. Dociuhent 10U I shcwld like to offer at the end of tho book 

because that is where it belongs according to its contents. 

• 1 • 

I now offer 105 as Defense Exhibit 158. It is an affidavit 
by Generaloberst Ouderian who, on 21 July 19 hh, became Chief of the 

a 

•• 

General Staff, after preview sly having held many high positions with 

* 

the German Wehrmacht. He discusses the initiative for the German re¬ 
armament, often the subject of discussion here, and on page U3 states 
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the following aim I quote: "Even when issuing orders for the develop- 
nent of amored cars and tanks the army 3taff was only thinking of the 
defense of its own country." Very interesting are the figures which 
ho gives with respect to anaaaents equality with all the potential 
enemies up to 1939. 

9 1 
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On page Ulx of the document book it is stated that in 1939 Russia had 
approximately seven thousand tanks whereas Germany had only twelve 
hundred. In 19b0, Great Britain and France brought b,500 tanks to 
the Western front. At that time, Germany had only 1,800 tanks including 
the little armored cars necosscry for reconnaissance." It becomes 
apparent fraa all the documents in this book that the decisions of 
Hitler vero not even !:ncwn to the highest military loaders up to the 
very last maaent. Furthermore, it is interesting to know in connection 
with good faith in the goverraont, that the Wohrmacht was always an 
instrument intended for the maintenance of poaco, at least it was 
always designated as such. In conclusion of this document book and 
in conclusion of ay presentation with respect to Geraary's foreign 
policy * shall new submit tocumont 1QU which aro oxcorpts from spoochos 
and statements by Oeneral George C. ‘iarshal. Tho heading reads: 
"National Dofonse — tho Bu si neea of Every Citizen." From this docu¬ 
ment tho national concept bee on os apparent that in tiraos of dangor it's 
not only tho right txit tho duty of a country to arm itself. This docu¬ 
ment will bocooe Defenso Exhibit 159. 

TIE FRZSIDSNT: I bolievo. Doctor, 10b should havo Exhibit 
160. 106 was given 159. 

O'!. BOETTCHER: I shall now introduce Document 1C6 which will 
make Document 10b Exhibit 159. Now, Your Honors, I should like to call 
a witness, Kieneraonn *.iho j m •» visness or to conflr* the views con¬ 
tained in these 

TIE TSESirr.N.Ct *^ha Ihrrlwl 'rill bring in tho witness, Mr. 
Witness/ will y'v nleauc renain standing for the p»rposo of being 
3worn, raise your right hand, say "I," and state ycur nerto far she 
record. • 

THE WITNESS: I, Rudolf Huenennann. 

% 

TIE “’RESIDENT: And now roF>at after rae the oath of a Witness - 

swear by God the Almighty ar.d t v? f-nlscient; that I will speak tho 

% 

Pu?.-o txvth, s-id 7-01 adi 7nd wiihM'd nothing. 
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(The witness repeated the oath.) 

% 

You may'be seated. 

_ ^ / 

/ DIRECT EXAMINATION 

K DR. B0ETTC1ER: 

Q Your Honors, nay I announce that I shall pit the Prosecu¬ 
tion Exhibit Ui5 to the witness in the course of his exam ir»at ion. 
Perhaps the Tribunal will bo Interested in having this docuopnt bo- 
fore it. If so it will find it in Prosocution's Book 21, English 
page 3. Witness, give me yoir place of residence for the record* 

A Rheine, WostphaliA,.Huenster3trftsso IS. 

Q Witnoss, would yai bo kind onough to describe to tho Trib¬ 
unal your career and your activity up until tho war and during tho war 
so that the Tribunal may got setae sort of the idoa about your export 
knewlodgo. 

, A I was a professional soldier - an officer. From 1936 
tmtil 19U3 I nas in the Military Economy Offlco in' tho OKV/, with tho 
oxcoption of tho poriod fren 19li0 until April 19U1. From 1938 until 
19U3 I was Chief of Staff of this office. 

* 4 * • » 9 % 

/ • « 

Q Witnoss, what woro the tasks of tho Military Econcray 

Staff?. 

m « 

A This was an agency of the High Castaand of tho Wohrmaoht and 
was directly under tho Chief of tho High Ccenand, Keitel. It«s main 
dity was to prepare tho Gorman anaanent inAistry for tho ovent of war. 
In connoction with this, tho Wehrwirtschaftsstob had to inform tho 
military agenoios about our own econaaic war potential in canparison 
to that of other world powers. 

e • 

Q Now witness, lww did ycu judgo tho potential of German war 

• a 

oconccny in 1936, when ycu took ever your Job? 

A In 1936, tho strength of tho German TTehrmacht was so slight 

and tho extent of German araanent industry was so insignificant that ' 

• | 

"war could not even bo considered. It wexi^d hare been an event that 
lasted only a few weeks. 
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• ‘■kj 

* *y* . • i . 

Q Can you substantiate your views briefly? 

A Because of the Versailles Treaty Germany had bean disarmed 
to a large extent. There was only one firm that was a monopoly firm 
for each fcypd’of anas and arrxunition. The further development cf 

V 

modern weapons, planes, bashers, was far behind. The number of ships 
which the navy had was at a minimum.' 

Q How woro yew •informed about the extent and the aims of 
Gorman rearmament? 

A Our superior, the.Chief of the High Ccnnand of tho Wnhr- 
nacht, Keitel, did not infom us at all, 

THE PRESIEEWT: lir. Hitnoss, may I take tho liberty of re¬ 
minding you that wo do not understand what you say and wo must nooos- 
sarily wait for a translation. If you will please pauso after Dr. 
Boottohor asks yew a quostion until wo get the translation of his 
quostion, boforo you sport to spork, it will avoid us hearing both 
languages simultaneously. 

BI DR. BOETTCHER t 

Q Witness, yew just said that the OJCT, Chief of which was 
Koitol, did not inform yew about tho intontions and aims of Hitlor 
with respect to armament. «r question is this. What agoncio* did 
infom you ftbewt the intontions and anaanont aims of Hitlor? 

A Wo did not loam of all the plans of tho army, navy or 
Luftwaffe, in rospoot to amamont. Tho high commands of the various 
branchos of the Wohmacht reported thoir requiromonts. One must 
distinguish hero* For peacotLao vequiroaents tho branches of the 
Vfehruacht — that is Army, Navy and Airforce, — reported only thoir 
raw material requirements, whilo tho requirements for war were re¬ 
ported in finished products. 

Q Could you explain this statement by giving us an example? 

A In peacetime the branches of the Wehraacht armed indep¬ 
endently. They reported to the CKW only their roquirorients in raw 
materials — that is how many tons of steel they needed per month or 
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atyi similar raw materials, while for their war needs the High 
Canaands reported their monthly requirements — for example the Army 
would say 1200 machine guns, 20,000 rifles, 300 tanks or the Airforce 
150 fighters a month. 

Q From these statements could you conclude Hitler's aims 
for war or peace? 

A No, for we were given a report of the requirements of 
weapons, for example, 1200 machine guns. But for how many divisions 
they wore destined wo could not tell from these figures. Wo did not 

know, what the loss factor was for the particular plane or tank. 

• 

Tt£ •’RESIDENT: Dr. Boottoher, it appoars that yew will not 
bo a bio to finish with this witness this evening. Thoro may bo an 
announcement or two which should be made rnd I think y<w may suspend 
at this time. Judgo Kobort has something to say to counsol about 
tomorrow* s schocfclo. • 

JUDGE HB8ERT: I uoroly want to call tho attention of counsol 
to the fact that isnodiatoly following tho conclusion of tho ovidonco 
which la being presented by Dr. Boottchor, wo will rovert to tho ordor 
of businoss of tho presentation of tho miscellaneous cwt standing 
ovidonco including a rwabor of documents which wo havo rocoivad 
early this wook in thoir final prooossod form and quito a mmbor of 
counsol aro involved in tho presentation of thoso various mattors, so 
I wish to note it in order that they will bo present, in ordor that 
we can folio* in succession without interruption tomorrow. And ono 
furthor word. Dr. Dix, the Tribunal will see yew in chambers, in ac¬ 
cordance with your request, immediately after adjournment. 

THE RESIDENT: Are there any other announcements? 

HR. SPRECHER: .Hr, President, and Judge Habort particularly, 

I was wondering if wo could ask the defonso generally to prepare a 
listing of how they plan to prococd since we havo had ®me difficulty 
in haring our books in the room and particularly these various odd 
books and its exceedingly hard for us to follow just now. If or. 
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Rudolf Dix or one of the counsel bould assune the responsibility for 
more or less Indicating what is caring in order, giving the narr docu¬ 
ments, then I think we could avoid a loss of tine because wo would 
not be in the position we were in today withait having any of the 
books or any of the odd documents in the room for sane tine. 

JUDGE HEBERT: Hell, I nay-say, Hr. Prosecutor, you are in 
about the sane position that the Tribunal has boon in and I thirk tho 
safe practice would be to bring in all of tho outstanding documents 
that you happen to havo at hand, in order thct wo can follow along 
without any interruption. He do have a list by defendants of which 
I understood you had a copy of tho erdor in which theso miscellaneous 
mattors would be prosonted, but I will soo that yew havg a copy of 

that. 

MR. SPRECHER: He will follow thct list thon? 

JUDGE HEBERT* To tho oxtont that it is practicable to do so. 

IHE PRESIDENT* Is thero anything furthor, gontlooon? If not 
tho Tribunal is in rocoss until nino o»clock ttxaorrow morning. 


13411 
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Ondor directives of United States Military Tribunal No. 6, 
test loony of witnesses listed below was required to be taken beforo 
the undersigned Concise loner. Pursuant thereto the said Commissioner 
has o or. duo ted hearings at which the following witnossos have Ailly 
testified* 


Date 

Use of Witness 

Of f i £_U l_T£o ns crlpt 

8 April 191*8 

'.*&Iter harlinont 

10875-10907 

9 April 191*8 

Kurt Krueger 

; 11128-11163 

12 April 191*8 

Kori labor 

11165-11175 

12 April 191*8 

Paula aster 

11177-11199 

13 April 191*8 

11* April 191*8 A 

Erast Struse 

Christian Eahn 

11293-11338 

11666-11690 

15 April 191*8 

■ e 

11587-11612 

16 April 19L8 

Bernhard Sohoonor 

11706-11723 

19 April 191*8 

Adalbert Poindal 

11827-1181*1 

20 April 191*8 

Josef Grobel 

1101*2-11860 

20 April 191*8 

Gustav Plstor 

11861-11870 

21 April 191*8 

# Ball de Haas 

12098-12128 

21 April 191*8 

Helnrioh Sohuh 

12129-1211*0 

23 April 191*8 A 

Heinrich Sohlndler 

12337-12370 

28 April 191*8 

» a 

12707-12777 

26 April 191*8 

Walter Klkuth 

121*61-12108 

26 April 191*8 

Sana Souor 

12500-12512 

27 April 191*8 

Till hole Duollbcrg 

12598-12621 

29 April 191*8 

Thao Goldaehcldt 

12871-12909 

29 April 191*8 A 

Anton Eelthlngor 

12910-12953 

30 *prll 191*8 . 

■ ■ 

13075-13092 

29 «*prll 191*8 A 

Rudolf von Sprotty 

1295H2960 

30 .»pr 11 191*8 

■ ■ ■ 

13065-13075 

30 **prll 191*8, 

Rudolf Scheldt 

13093-13133 

5 Uy 191*8 A 

n n 

13620-13629 

6 hay 191*8 

a n 

13651-13719 

3 Uy 191*8 

Wolfgang «lt 

1321*6-13269 

3 May 191*8 

Carl Gadow 

13271-13291 

13292-13316 

3 May 191*8 A 

Kurt Hnrtmnn 

6 May 19 Ifi 

" n 

13U2-13650 

6 Uy 191*8 

Frits Dion 

13650-13660 

1* May 191*8 

Kurt Els fold 

13661-13679 

1* Hay 191*8 

Uolf Taub 

1368O-13689 

5 May 191*8 

Erast Struse (for Pros.) 

13566-13619 

6 Uy 19U3 A 

Werner Scbelts 

13720-13735 

7 May 191*8 

■ n 

13861-13891 

10 May 191*8 

Max Winkler 

16173-16181 

10 May 191*8 

Frits Hirsch 

16195-16209 

10 May 191*8 

Ernst Krasohwski 

11*210-11*220 

10 May 191*8 A 

Prans Fuerstonborg 

16221-16265 

-l May 191*8 

■ ■ 

16377-16386 

11 Uy 19L8 

Kolns Snvoleborg 

16387-16626 
. 16625-16639 

11 Uy 191*8 

Karl Runscheldt 

11 May 19L8 

BoInhold 

16660-16655 

10 Uy 191*8 

Fr.iedrich Sale her 

16182-16196 


During tho said proceedings the following exhibits have 
been offorod in evidence: 
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Official Transcript of hearing before a Cosnissioner 
for Military Tribunal VI, Case VI, In the natter of 
the United States of America against Karl Krauch et 
ol., defendants, sitting at Surnbarg, Gerneny, on 
4 May 1948, Cocoissioner Johnson Crawford presiding. 

TK5 MARSHAL: The Ccenisslon for Tribunal VI is now in session. 

HR. AMCKAH: Vs are waiting one accent, if your Honor pleassp 

f 

for Defense Counsel to show up. 

CROSS 22AMIMATI0S — Continued 
IOP.T EA2TKA23 - Rasuaad 

BY MR. AMCHAH: 


Q» Hr. Witness, you were telling us yesterday about the data that . 
you used in compiling the chart dealing with the production of nethanol 
by Fnrben, which is contained In your affidavit Buetefisch Docunent 228, 
How then, I understood you to say that first you used a copy of sons 
report free Departnent L conplled 5 February 1940, and that you found 
a copy of that report In Verdlngen, is that right! 

K Yes. 

How what does that document purport to state? 

A. This docunent gives the production of nethanol for 1935 until 

1939. 


Q. Does that docunent Indicate which plants are covered by tho 
figures? 

A, That's very sinple because in those years nethanol was only 


produced in Leuiuw 



? said, does the docunent show that? 


A. For the expert this Is 
so in the document. 

Have ycu got the 
A. Whatever I have 

A. This Is a photostat 
Q, Whnt Is the photostat* 


but It does not soy 


of that doounent? 


of that docunent? 
in Verdlngen. 
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*• The chart which you yourself looked at and which you kept over¬ 
night. 

Q.. You showed ae a typewritten cojy of eone docunent of Connittee L. 
How, is that a nhotostat or is that a typewritten cony? 

A. This is a photostat. You confuse this with another copy which 
I also gave you. *. 1 ‘ • 

Q. Suppose you show ae the docunent which you say you gavo no, 
the one covering the production figures for the years 1935 to 1939. 

K You locked at all those docuaents. In fact, you looked at than 
longer than we agreed upon. 

Q. Have you got those docments now? 

A. I got then hack this norning Instead of last night ns we agreed 

upon. 


A. Have you got then now! 

A. X Just said I have then now. 

Q, Hill you show ne th* documents then, that you are referriivt 
to? All the documents. 

A, You wanted to eee thoae docuaents which cono free Dooartnent L7 
That's right. 

A. Alright. 

<i» *111 you please, Mr. Witness, hand ne those docunents. How, 

Kr. Witness, have you got a photostat or a copy that we can put in the 
record or is this the only copy you have7 



tu So, you have nothing to out before the Tribunal, have you! 

A. Ho. . 

How, this first docunent you showed ue consists of two type¬ 
written pages, is that right? 


A. That's right. 

Q. That's not a ohotostat of the original, is it? 

Hr. Witness, will you please look at the docunent which I an showin; 
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you.] It is dated 5 February 1940. Is It a photostat or not? 

A. She file note is a copy and as a sumlenent there is a photostat. 
I elready said that yesterday. 

Vu Hr. Witness, I an asking you today, and I want to be sure we 
are talking about the sane docuaent. 

9 i 

Sow, you have not got a photostat to oresent to the Tribunal, and 
you have no way of identifying these dccuaents, andyou are reluctant 
to leave these documents with the Tribunal. Are you prepared to put 
these docunents in evidence with the Tribunal? 

A. I have no nlsglvlnga about putting these docunents in evidence. 

vu Ito you object if I nark these docunents and offer then in 
evidence so that we will kr»w what we are talking ab*it? 

HR. FLASCHSNLRi. I protest against this typo of procedure. Out 
of courtesy, the witness yesterday nade his docunents available to 
the -■'rosecution. If the witness is n>v asked whether he agroos to tho 
rt’osecutor su’cnittlog these docunents as evidence, then this is, in ny 
opinion, a very unusual procedure. The witness is here in order to bo 
asked Questions and in order to answer Questions. H a is not here in 
ordor to sutalt docunents to' the Prosecution. X do not understand fron 
v-hnt legal view-joint the iVosecutor can do such a thing. I do not think 
that the in«rlean nrocedure in trials would agree to such a proceeding. 

At least, the continental procedure does not know any such procedure, 
and I ask for a decision whether this typd of procedure, and I ask for 
a decision whether this type of procedure is approved. 

HR. AiiCKAH; I will enlighten Counsel directly. 

The witness has given an affidavit and in the affidavit he has sot 
forth a chart, indicating the production of nethanol. He is being inter¬ 
rogated as to what the data is, and what docunents he has used to coupile 
the chart. Now, the record is in this condition. Ke has undertaken to 
testify as to the orelininary docunents that he used fron which he nade 
the affidavit, and the chert. There is no copy of the document for 
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identification purposes for the record, and the record stands so that 
we cannot identify Just what the dccunents are that the witness^used to 
conpile his affidavit. 

How, ny objective is quite sinple. Vhen the witness said that 
he used certain docunent, we are entitled to cross aca n ine as to that. 

Hy purpose sinply is that I wcwld like to have those documents identified 
so that we are able to check whether his affidavits end charts are 
accurate or not. If the witness were to take a position that wo cannot 
inquire as to the data he used when he coopiled this chart, I would like 
to know if that is his position, ^hen all we have left bofore us, IS his 
chart without being enabled to check the prinary docunents or the data 
upon which he node his affidavit and the chart. 

HR. JLAECHSKLR: X only want to nake the following renark about 
that. When the Prosecution presented its case in chief, they offered 
a series of affidavits, rewts, tables and eonpilntions without giving 
any data And without the affidavits showing how the reports which 
wore subnitted were connllod, fron what sources they ccnoiled thooe 
reports. When it subnitted docunents of the Strategic Coobing Survey 
togothor with tables, the Defense was not in a oooltion to check the 
figures in any nanner which were oontained in these reports. We wore in 
the sane situation, when the tables were subaittod by the Prosecution 
when the affiants -were present. The Defense is of the ooinion that Just 
os the defense had to be satisfied to acceot the chert the Prosecution 
offered, the Prosecution has to Unit itself to accents the correctness 
of the technical data which are gathered frontthe charts subnittod by the 
Defense. It can check these data best \jy questioning the witness as to 
how he arrived at his technical data, and the witness is obligated to 
give full answers to that. 

3ut, it is oulte sonething different if the Prosecution deaonds 
the docunent itself. The Prosecution is obligated, in this respect, to 
get the data elsewhere. Just as the Defense had to noke efforts to got 
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to the original figures. »it the Prosecution cannot sirralify natters 
for itsalf Just by denanding that tha witness hand over that naterial 
which tha witness used in caking up tha affidavit which ha sutoitted 
to tha Court, 

I ask, therefore, that a decision be nade as to whether tha 

t 

witness is obligated to furnish any docunents to the Prosecution, 

HR, j&CKAK: In renly, I went to point out first, that Counsel 
is entirely wrong in his statenant of facts. When the Prosecution- 
introduced affidavits >f technical charts and figures, the Prosicutlon's 
affiant was always available for cross exanlnation, and if tha Defense 
chosa n>t to exercise its right of cross examination, that 1 s one thing. 
Secondly, in connection with affidavits ufaich the Prosecution 
intr Jduced which contained oharts and figures of its affiant. Dr. Struts, 
the Defendant ler Hear and his counsel, at their roouost, wero pernittod 
by the Tribunal t> go to Frankfurt and consult with Dr. Struos and 
exanine all the primary documents upon which Dr. Struss nado his charts 
and affidavits. It was after the Defense vent to the prlnary sources 
that they decided not to cross examine. 

But our situation here is quite clear in our view, '/hen a defonso 
affiant cries on the witness stand, and the defense has suboltted an 
affidavit by this affiant setting out cortaln charts, the right of 
cross examination which the Prosecution}has, it neoningleso unless it 
is emowered to inquire into thj sources which the affiant used to 
compile those charts. How, iffthe rule that the Counsel for Defense 
urges is correct, then all the Pr'.socution would be left with, 1 b to 
ask the witness a question and it-vould not be able to pursue his 
answer to ascertain whether o* not it is corroct or not. The very 
essence of cross exaa ination requires that the witness be interrogated 
as to the infornation he bed at hand umon which he formulated hit 
opinion, and if such infornation is set forth in docunents, cross 
examination recuires that we be peroitted to exanine those docunentB be¬ 
cause if we were not pernitted to exanine those docunents, then we have 
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no way of ascertaining whether he has correctly transcribed the inf ornat¬ 
ion froo the nr Inary docunente, whether he has nade an error willfully 
or unwillfully. 

Mow, the record has enou^i on this ooint for the Tribunol to pass 
on this subject should the Defense desire to jursue it further. On 
the cross exaainatlon of this witness, we uropoeo to pursue tha inquiry 
as to what information and what data and what documents this affiant 
used when he cccpiled these charts. And ve want to see the data that 
he used, and it is not sufficient If ve ask hin what ho uoed unless 
we can actually see the documents. 

THZ COMMISSION: I think the record is full enough now. Tou 
nay oroceed. 
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THE C CWnfl SSIOMER: I think the record is full enough now. You may 
procoed. 

Q. Sir. Witness, nay I suggest to you that it would oxpedite the 
examination if 70 U would just undertake to answer a question directly, 
end not undertake to argue with counsel? Now, I ea discussing your af¬ 
fidavit, Buotofish No, 228, and the changes submitted in that connection. 
Now am I correct in understanding that you used the following documents 
in compiling your affidavit and the chert: ( 1 ) A two pego lottor which 
you say cooes free Department L of the Chemical Seles Comittoo at Frank¬ 
furt, dated 5 February 1940, and which document, a copy of which you 
have submitted to 00 , purports to givo the production figures of methan¬ 
ol for 1935 to 1939? Is that corroct so far? 

A. No, tbo lottor or tho filo memorandum doos not contain tho pro¬ 
duction from 1935 on, but as far as I roncobor it contrlns 1938 end 1939. 
Tho accompanying tablos —, 

Q. Boforo wo got to tho teblo, lot us understand tho other document, 
tho file note you say from Department L? 

A. This contains only two years, as far as I remember. 

Ct. Tell mo what yoars it covors? 

A. 1938 and 1939, 

Q. Now could you answer tho next quostion yes or no. Doos it show 
what plants aro included, or has it got ovor-all figures without mention¬ 
ing any plants? 

A. The plant is not mentioned. 

Q. Now, do I correctly undorst nd that tho next document you usod 
is e compilation which you showed me in tho fora of a photostat? 

A. Yos. 

>1. And it is datod Doc ember, 1939. Could you toll mo what that 
covors? 

... This tabic gives tho production for tho years 1935 until 1938 
*nd for 1939, subdivided according to months. That is, all yoars from 
1935 to 1939. 
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CJ. Now where does that document cone froo? 

4 i t Both documents come free Vordingcn, end they were originally 
o?de out by Department L in Frankfurt. 

Q. .*nd Department, L cooes from what subdivision in Farben? De¬ 
partment L of what? 

A. That is tho sales departaent for Chemicals in Frankfurt, De¬ 
partment L. 

Q. Now then, do they giro tho production figures or do they give 
the sales figures. • 

A. They give the production figures. 

Q. Both ctocucents give tho production figures. 

A. Yes. 

Q. The Sales Department for Choaiccls kept figures on production? 

A. Evidently, yes, otherwise I had nothing to do with the Sslos 
Department, but I neroly gather that froo these documents. * 

Q. Chat other documents did you use to conpile this chert, Buotofish 
No. 228. 

A. For the following years I used a table from Ludwigshaven which 
you also s«w yesterday. 

Q. hhat years did that covor? 

A. This covers the years 1937 until 19A3. 

Q. Now, then —. 

A. In ray table —. 

0. This Ludwigshaven document, have you got a ohotostrt of the orig¬ 
inal on that? 

A. No. Froo Ludwigshaven I received a copy. . 

Q. A typewritten copy?. 

A. That is right. 

Q. Made xpressly for you? 

L. Not for ce personally, but perhaps at the request of tho defen. 

Q. "hat does that show? '..hat does that document show? 
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A. This docuaent shows for various products the production of Sparte 
I in the year 1937 until 1943. 

Q. May I see that? (Handed to counsel). 

DR. FL&CHSNBBs I come back once core to the notion which I made 
before. If the Prosecution wishes to see the original, it must go to 
Ludwigshaven where it was before quite frequently end there it must con¬ 
vince itself of the figures; but to demand the documents hero it is not 
Justified to do so. It is Justified to ask how the witness got his data 
and it is also Justified where he got his documents and where they are 
to be found, but it is not Justified to deaand the witness' documents 
froa him, and I protest very energetically, and in case the Prosecution 
does not want to stop this procedure, I would ask that thio examination 
be interrupted until tho tribunal haa decided on this fundamental ques¬ 
tion, provided the Cocaiaeioner does not wish to nake a decision on hia 
own. I do not want the Prosecution in the future to demand ovon one 
more document from this witness. 

UR. .liCH.'H: Wa intend to continue the cross examination along lines 
which wo considor to be proper. If thero is any evidonco coming in hore 
which the dofonae thinks is not propor, thoy cap nake Dropor application 
to tho Tribunal to strike it out. ho havo ho intention of postponing any 
of thoao hearings simply because the defense wants a ruling iimiodiately. 
They will Just have to wait and pursue tho regular procoduro, and at tho 
close of the hearing nake proper application to tho court for relief. 

Mow if the witness declines to show us the documents that he used in con¬ 
nection with hia affidavit, or if tho witness declines to show us for 
our own examination the documents ho used to compile his own affidavit, 
let him 30 state it on the record, end we won't pursuo the mattor further. 
Now, if that is what counsel has in mind lot him state it. If dofenso 
counsel's position is that when we ask him a question as to what docu¬ 
ments he used to compile his figures, and if we ask him to show us those 
documents, if they went to insist that we nay not ask for it for purposes 
of examination and cross examination, let then state that, on the record. 
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DR. FLAECHS’iER: I ask a decision. I have nothing to priri to my 
statements. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well. You cay proceed. 

Q. Mr. Witness, you have shown me a typewritten copy containing a 
chart which purports to show the production of Spar to I from 1937 to 
1943. Now you say you got this from Ludwigshaven, is that right? 

A. That is right. 

Q. Could you tell me what products are covered in that chart? 

• 

A. This Includes all essential products of Sparto I, 

Q. Just call them off. 

A. Nitrogen; methanol; gasoline; minoral oil and lubricating ma¬ 
terials; Kanol, Plastics and preliminary products for plastics; doter- 
gent raw materials and waxes; metals; lanusa, other organic products 
and othor inorganic substances. 

0. Now what do the figures after thoso products purport to show? 

A. I didn't understand the question. * i 

Q. The figures opposite the products that you mentioned in that 
chart that you have before you, what are they supposed to show? 

A. The products of Sparto I in the above-ffientionod years. 

Q. For thoso products? 

A. For theso products, yes. 

Q. hhat other documents or data did you uso when you compiled 
your chart, Buetefish Jfo. 228. 

A. I used the figures for methanol and that is for the yoara 
starting at 1940. 

Q. I am sorry, I don't think you understood me, Ur. 'witness. I 
said in addition to the figures in this chart, which you Just 3aid you 
got from Ludwigshaven, there were figures there. Did you uso any other 
documents or charts other than that? Do you understand oy question? 

A. I showed you the preceding table. 

Q. That is right. Let me put the thing this way. I understand 
from your testimony up until now that you used the following documents, 
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(1) the two page file note from Department L of the Sales Department of 
Chemicals: (2) you used the one page photostatic copy of production fig¬ 
ures from 1935 to 1939, and (3) you usod this typewritten sheet showing 
thu production figures of the listed production which you got from Lud- 
wigshaven. Do I correctly understand your testimony so far, that thoso 
three documents are the basis from which you compiled your affidavit, 
Buetefish 228? Aa I right so far? 

A. Yes. 

**«y other documents that you used to compile this chert? 

A. I used other documents, too, end I coopered them with these 
figures. 

i«h*t documents did you use? 

For the years 1933 and 1934 I needed figures which woro not con¬ 
tained here, and I got those from the conference reports of the Sparte 
Conferences. 

r i» ''hat kind of figures? - 

A. Production figures, and I compared them with sales figuros. 

f,. And you got those from Sparte I conference reports? 
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A. Yes, they were contained therein. 

Q. Can you identify tho conference reports ^haf, ygu consulted and 
got the figures frees? 

Ai I don't have thou with no, 

0« Can you identify them by date? 

A. Yos, that is a Sparte report of 7 Decent or 1936. 

Q. And whore is the original or copy of that report located now? 

A. In Ludwigshafen. 

Cl. khat other documents or conferonce reports did you consult? 

A. In the document cantor in Cries ho in I studiod files and com¬ 
pared the data which I found there about methanol with thoso compila¬ 
tions in order to oxaaino whether they could be correct. 

Q. Could you identify tho docuaonts you consulted at Griosheim? 

A. Thoso were tho entire files of the Sparto office and other de¬ 
partments of Farben. 

Q. Have you got copios of those with you? . 

A. No, those wero only notes. 

C*. What was the naturo of the information you got in those docu¬ 
ments? 

A. At sooo placoa in tho files — in various placus, thore woro 
data about production. These night have boon conference reports, filo 
notes and similar things. 

Q. '-hat kind of date ebout production? 

A. Methanol production. 

Q. Well, what did it do? Just give production figures of methan¬ 
ol? 

A. I didn't note this down specifically because here I have s com¬ 
plete compilation. In (k-iesheia. I merely chocked up. 

Q. To see if the figures you got from Ludwigshefon were correct? 

A. Yes, that is right. . 

r. Now what other documents did you consult in compiling your aff: 


davit, Buetefish 228? 
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A. In respect to production, I have said everything. 

Q. Am I correct then that you testified to all the primary sources 
that you used, and based on thoso sources you compiled this chert pro¬ 
duction of methanol by I. G. which is set out in Buetefish 228? Is that 
right? 

A. Yes, that is right; that is the productions. Naturally not the 
consumption. 

0. Did you also consult documents with respect to consumption of 
methanol? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What documents did you consult for that purposo? 

A. For the consunption for oxplosive purposes, I had date made for 
mo from Troisdorf. 

Q. Just tell m* how you went about having data oado for you. What 
do you mean you had data oado for- you at Troisdorf? 

A. I wroto to Troisdorf rnd I requested that' the consumption of 
methanol for hexogone be given to me. 

Q. And whom did you write to in Troisdorf? 

ii. To Ur. Schindlor. 

0. That is tho chief engineer of Dynamit, A.G.? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you write to him personally or in his official capacity? 

A. To him personally. 

Q. .«nd what did you ask him for? 

k. I asked him Mother ho was in a position to give nvc tho figuros 
for methanol consumption for hexogene. 

You said you asked him? Does that moan you orally asked him, 
or you wrote him? 

A. I wrote him. 

And what did iir. Schindler reply? How did ho give you tho in¬ 
formation? 

A. I received an affidavit of a Dr. Schnurr, who likewise belonged 
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to the DAG, about the ccncunption of aethrnol for hexogene. 

Q. And did you use that affidavit and incorporate the figures in 
your chart? 

/.. I uaed these figures. 

0. Have you got the affidavit before you now? 

A. Yes, I have a copy of it. » 

Q. May I seo that? (Document handed to counsol.) 

A. I havon't recoivod the other tablo back yet. 

Q. You havo gotten all your documents back, haven't you? Mr. Wit¬ 
ness, the documents you handed to oo during your examination, you havo 
got those documents back, havo you not? 

A. I mado a adstako, I beg your pardon. 

Q. tow, Mr. l.itnoss, did you check the figuros which were given to 
you by the affiaht. Dr. Schnurr, or did you Just Uko his figuros and 
incorporate them in your chart? 

A. I could not check those figures because I never had anything to 
do with oxplosives. 

Q. Now, will you ploaso read the last two sontencos of tho affida¬ 
vit of Dr. Schnurr, which you say you Just incorporated in your chart? 
What does that say? 

A. "By. considering the various types of procossoa of tho quanti¬ 
ties of formaldehyde to bo used, we havo tho following figures on tho 
consumption of methanol for hoxogeno from 1937 until 19A4, inclusive:" 

Q. tow then the effient Just givos you figuros — total figuros, 
is that right? 

A. Yos, that is right. 

Ci. Does he break it down according to plants? 

A. to. 

Q. &ocs he toll you whether or not it includes all tho explosive 
plants operated by Dynaait, «.G.? 

A. to. 


t'oes he tell you whether that includes the production of tho 
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subsidiaries of Dynaait A.G.,namely Wfseg, Vorwcrtpheaie, Deutsche 
Sprengchetnie? Roes he mention that? 

/.. That follows from the sentence just read, "by considering the 
various processes," because ovory plant wprkod peeprding to one particu¬ 
lar process. 

C„ Tho question, Mr. Witness, is docs that affidavit of Dr. Schnurr, 
whoso figures you incorporated in your chart, docs tho affidavit of Dr. 
Schnurr and his figuros include the production of tho subsidiaries of 
Dynaoit, A.G.? Could you answor thrt "yos" or "no", or don't you know? 

A. In ay opinion, yes. 

(I. Can you indicato whoro in his affidavit ho includes that? Toll 
mo where in his affidavit he includes the production of tho subsidiaries 
of dynanit, A.O., nanely Vaseg, Vorwortchonio, and Doutscho Sprengchomio? 
Please, Mr. Witness, I a* a-sking you about the affidavit, not your own 
tostinwny. I asked you, please point out in the affidavit of Dr. Schnurr 
xhero he refers to tho production of the subsidiaries of Dynamit A.G.? 

k. Thoro is no mention here of D.fi, nor of subsidiary companies, 
but Just in goner.-l of tho consumption of methanol for thv. production 
of hoxogeno. 

q. -«nd you don't know what plants it includos in that production 
figuro, do you? 
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A I checked that, top, because — 

4 I chink you do not• understand the question, Mr. 

Witness. I*n talking about that affidavit of Dr. Schnurr. 

Does that affidavit indicate the prciductian and the plants 
from which the production figures were taken? Does it or 
does It not? , 

A The document speaks in general about the production 
of hexogene, In other words, it includes all production of 
hexogene. 

4 c ould : you tell me yourself, since you are the^ne 
who made this chart, Buetefieoh 228 — could you yourself tell 
me what plants are covered with respect to the consumption 
of methanol for the production of hexogene? 

Let me put the question another way. Could you tell mo 
what plants are Included in your ohart, Buetefisch 228, 
which produced hexogene? . Just answer that yes or no. 

A One cannot answer that with "yes* or "no." You 
asked me what plants ere contained therein and I can't say 
"yes" or “no* to that. 

* I'm asking you if — could you name the plants produc¬ 
ing hexogene which are covered in your production chart.. 

• 

A I think I can give them to you. 

* u o ahead and give tnera to me. 

A Doeberltz, Chrlstianstadt, Elsnig, Aruemmel. Perhaps 
a few smaller ones which I do not know from memory because, 
a6 I said, I an ..ot an expert on explosives. 

4 I an only asking you, Witness, about your own chart, 
Buetefisch affidavit 226 , Now, as to -your chart, do I 
understand that you cov*>r the hexogene production, via 
methanol, as to those four plants that you nertloned, namel: 
Doeberltz, Chrlstianstadt, Elsnig, and Erueramel? * I em talk 
about your affidavit and your production chart. Hr. Witness. 
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do you. understand me? 

A Yes. And what would -you like to know? 

% i'he question is: Do I correctly understand that in 
your chart, Bueteflsch Document 228, you have only included 
the hexogene production of the four plants that I mentioned; 
is that right? , 

A No. I said, and a few other plants which I don't kqow 
from memory. I listed the entire German production of 
hexogene. 

ft A nd where did you get the entire Geman production 
of hexogene? 

A This affidavit of Dr. Schnurr contains the methanol 
consumption fo • that. 

ft Does Dr. Schnurr mention Doe'oerltr, Christianstadt, 
Slsnlg, and Xrueramel? 

A He speaks of the consumption of methanol for the 
production of hexogene. He does not limit this to one 
single plant. 3esides, this offl«avit of Dr. Schnurr is a 
supplement to a chart about the German production of explosives 
or nexogene — German production of hexogene — which I saw 
here and in which the plants I mentioned were listed by 
name. 

'ft «r. 'fitness, I am interested only in those things 
that ou 8aw which you used in compiling your affidavit 
228, and I'm trying to ascertain Just what documents you 
used and what information you had from which you compiled 
this affidavit. Let's move ahead. You say’you got the 
figures from the Schnurf affidavit ns to the production of 
hexogene, right? 

A Yes. . .. 

4 A nd you just took those figures and put them in your 
chart, and that's the basis from which you made your chart 
as to the consumption of methanol, is that right? 
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A Yes. 

« "hat else did you use? “hat other documents and 
oaslc data? 

A For the consumption of hexogene, nothing else. 

4 ’‘hat else did you use for the rest of the chart? 

Any other documents that you didn't tell me about? 

A Furthermore I had Mr. Schindler give me the consump¬ 
tion of methanol for nltropenta. 

4 And did you go about getting that information with 
respect to hexogene? 

A Yes. 

4 rt nd what data did Mr. 3chlndler give you as to 
nltropenta? 

A Mr. Schindler wrote me a letter in which these figures 
w»re contained. 

* Have you got that letter here? 

A Yes. 

4 May I see it? 

Now, thpt consists of Just two paragraphs — that letter 
f;om Mr. Schindler to you; is that right? 

A That*8 right. 

4 And he Just gives you total figures for the years 
1935 through what? 

A 1935 till 1944. 

4 Does his letter give you any breakdown as to what 
plants are ‘noluded in the production of nltroponta? 

A No. 

4 Do you know whether it includes all the factories 
of Dynarnlt A.G. — which Dynamite A.G. operated? 

A I wrote to Hr. Schindler and asked him whether he 
can give me the total consumption of methanol for nltropenta. 
ihereupon, I received this reply. 
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• 

«i Do you know whether or not he has 'ncluded all pro¬ 
duction of plants operated by Dynarait A.G, and its 
subsidiaries, namely, the Verwertchemle, Wasag, and Deutsche 
Spregchemle? Do you kr.ow whether he has Included those In 
his figures? 

A I must assume so. 

4 Does he state that in any way in his letter to you? 

A A ’hat follows from my request. 

£ Does his reply, Mr. Schnldler's reply to you, 
Indicate that he has included the product‘on of the subsid¬ 
iaries of Dynamlt A.Q.? Does he show that in his letter 
to you? 

A In the latter it says generally how high the 
annual figures are. It Is not limited to definite 
plants. 

4 Now, *r. Witness, you know that Herr Schindler w afl 
a witness before this Commissioner and was cross-examined 
with respect to his own figures, do you not? 

A ?cs. 

<4 Have you rend his tostlmony? 

A No, but I was partly present. 

4 You hoad his tostlmony then? 

A That's right. 

4 Now, what other documents did you use to compile 
this chart, Buotefisch 228 ? 

A I also listed the approximate consumption for the 
production of toluol. 

4 •'/here did you get those figures from? Toluol? 

A Toluol was produced in Waldenburg, and I talked to 
the former plant manager of the Valdenourg plant about It. 

4 What did you ask him and what ’nforraatlon did you 
receive from him? 

A I asked him for the production of toluol and I nske 
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him for tht? presumed consumption of aethanel fpr this pur¬ 
pose, . 


^ And what kind of data did fie give you? 

A w o was oblo only to give me approximate figures 

as to how high this production was. therefore, - 

Q Did he communicate with you In writing or orally? 

A I also got a letter from him, apart from the fpot that 
I asked him orally. 

^*4 Have you got that letter before you? 

A Xee. 


4 May I see It? 

Is It correct to say that this letter tht you received 
from — wh t's his name? — D r . Beck, Is it? 

A Dr. Book, yoe. 

«4 He was the forraor manager of the tfaldenburg plant? 

A That's right. 

4 A nd this letter which you Just showed me — that's 
a handwritten lottor and appears to oe a personal letter 
on one page, written on both sides in the handwriting of Dr. 
Beck; la that right? 

A That's right. 

Q Now, will you Just - road the Information he gives you 
about the toluol consumption? 

A "The Vltol factory was decided on In Novombcr 1939. 
The beginning of production was in the summer of 1941. 

1941 was taken up by removing the difficulties in operation. 
From January or February 1942 on, the monthly production 
amounted to about 3,000 tons of Vltol until the end. Of 
course, because of unexpected difficulties especially in 
establishing contact with Leuna, there were fluctuations in 
the production. Part of the time we were able to produce m-> 
than 3,000 tons." 
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Q. And that Information you incorporated in ;your chart; 
is th“t right? 

. A ?hat * a right. 
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% 

$ What pthar document a and primary deta Aid you Incor¬ 
ate In your chart? 

A For the Vltol production; that Is, for the consumption 
of methanol for toluol, I used those figures of Dr. Beck. 

4 Now, at the time Dr. Beca gave you those figures, did 
he have access of the offlolal documents of Waldenburg or 
does he Just write to you from his recollection? 

A Only from his recolleotlon. 

^ O.K. Oo aheed. 

A I compared these figures for tolUoJ with data in 
Ludwigshafen. 

<4 '‘hat kind of data? Will you Identify It, please? 

A That was a report fron 1942 about the actual and 
planned production of methanol and the sale, and about 
that share of it which might be used for toluol. There were 
estimated figures, and in my chart.*.. 

<4 J ust before you go to your chart, I am very much 
Interested what the data which you speak about from Ludwig¬ 
shafen Is — First, have you got the data from Ludwlgshnfon 
thrt you refer to? Have you got It here now7 

A *es. • 

<4 May I see It? 

THE C01C!ISST0N*5R: While you're looking at that it might 
be a good time to take a recess. 

So the commission will be In recess about 15 or 20 minutes. 

(A recess was taken.) 
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S' 

THE 2IAH3KAL: A he Commission 16 again In session. 

HR. AUCHAN: M ith lour Honor's permission, since the 
schedule Is not moving along, the defendant Mann could oe 
excused from attending the hearing here, and may I ask Your 
honor*8 permission to direct the Marshal to escort him back 
to the main Tribunal. 

THE PRESIDENT: *es. The Marshal will escort the 
defendant back. 

(Defendant Mann Is excused.) 

BY HR. AKCHAN; 

% Hr. Witness, Just before the recess you handed me 
a document, dated January 5, 1943 which you say came from 
Ludwigshafon and which you say you used in compiling your 
consumption data with roepoct to toluene, Is that correct? 

A *08. 

H Could you tell mo Just what this document shows? Who 
is the author of the document? 

A Tho document originates from an expert of the budwig-: 

i 

shefen plant. 

3 What Is his name? 

A Thore is a sign on this letter: Dr. A.T.; I presume 
It was Dr. Alt. 

h A-L-T? 

A *68. 

Well, Is his name on tho last page of the document? 

A *08, that is correct. 

* And is this the same Dr. Alt who is assistant defense 
counsel in this case? 

A Yes. 

^ So do I correctly understand you that you took a 
document preoared oy Dr. Alt, assistant defense counsel in 
this case, and incorporated that information In your product-, 
ion chart on methanol, is that right? 
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A Xes; out the document originates fron the year 1943 
when Dr. Alt was not yet a defense counsel. 

<i *hat does tha^ doouraent purport to show? 

A For ray chart — 

Q, No, I na sorry. I pm talking about Dr. Alt's dooument 
A This was a report about the methanol end formaldehyde 
situation In 1942. 

Q, Well, does not the Dr. Alt document that you Just 
mentioned deal with the planning and not with the actual 

i 

fact of the extent to which production hpd been executed? 

Do you understand ny question? 

A *ee; I only used this document for toluol and I only 
concerned myself About the paragraph concerning toluol. 

W Road the paragraph that you concerned yourself with. 
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A. "The denand for toluol-Valden&urg Is contained In the figures 
of this previous calunn. The den an d for 100 parts toluol originally vna 
to mount to 68 parts of raw nethctol. Owing to poisoning of the contact, 
hovever, after a short period, the foruatlon of trinethyl-ether occurred 
as a by-product. Op to 150 parts of r$v nethanol was the result and 100 
oarta of toluol. In the future, an average of 135 is to be exoeoted. 

This factor vns expected, :>nd a production of 1960 no-to toluol in the 
first ouarter of 1943; 2*, 140 no-to toluol in the second quarter. of 1943; 
2,690 no-to toluol in the third quarter of 1943; 2,800 no-to toluol in 
the forth quarter of 1943; 3,000 no-to toluol in expected at the end." 

Q. Are those the figures that you used in your chart* 

A. Yes, 

vu Now, ore not those figures estlnated denand for '43 and '44 and 
not actual consuaotloa? 

A. Yes. 

q. So you do not know, do you, what the actual consunptlon was? 

. A. No. 

Q<. Now you only have a reoort — or at least the Dr. Alt report 
that you have before you deals with the years 1943 and 1944, is thtft 
right? 

A. 

tc. Did you see a sinilar reoort for the years 1936, 1937, 1930 and 
1939?. 

A.. During those years no toluol production existed no yet because 
as can been seen froo the letter by Dr. Beck the production only started 
in the sunner of 1941. 

Q, Dr. Beck speaks about‘the production of toluol in 1941? 

A., Yes., 

<<• ’'"hose production is he talking about: X.O. Farben or Dynnnit 
A.G.? • 

A. Toluol was not produced by Dynaait A.G. but via nethanol it was 
nado only in one single plant in Vcldentwrg, which in the year 19*11 started 
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4 May-4{-J?-lO-3-Oeylerd Unit'. Jtlelich) 

Court VI Case VI Corjsisslari 

operations. 

Do you know how nonor-nltrortoluol it node? Is that nade froa 

aethanol? 

A, Mono-nltro-toluol, as far as I know—I an not an expert In this 
field — this Is another stage la producing toluol. 

Well, do you oake nono-nltr©-toluol fran toluol? 

A, Yes, one does, 

vu So that if there is a ©reduction of nono-nltro-toluol, it 
would follow, would it not, that there was a prior production of 
toluol? 

A. So. 

v<- Why would it not follow? 

A. Toluol nomolly and all over the world is a natural oroduct vhich 
occurs when coke is nade out of coal. The coke ©lants nroduced toluol, 
and toluol is then a comerclal ©roduct. 

Q, My question is: in order to oake nono-nitro-toluol you hnvo 
to have toluol, isn't that so? 

A, Yes, one has to buy it, . 

Q. Did you look and did you search at Ludwigshafen for any reports 

slnllar to the one that you oentloned: the Ik, Alt report of 1942, did 

you search for reports of that sort for preceding years? 

A. I did not hove to ask for that kind of a report. I tried to 

obtain docunents about the production of toluol in Waldonburg, but 

• 

there were not ary because Wladenburg is rolish now. 

SU, The other docuneat that you used in conpiling your nethanol. 
chart is Buetefiech 228. Is there anything elso? * 

A. nothing else. 

<U How will you please look at your chart, Buetefisch 228, you 
have a section ifcich you designate: Kothanol for Motor Tuels. 

A. You near, fuel, do you? 

><, Methanol for notor fuels: do 70 U see that in your chart? 

A. Yes,. 
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4 Mey-K-J?-10- 3 -Gey 10ra (Inti tfttslich) 

Court VI Casa VI Cocalssion 

<<. Hoy 41 <J you deternlne that figure? First, let ne see if I 
underatand you. Do you refer In your chart, vfcon you say nethanol for 
aotor fuels, that that acount of nethanol went to the autonobile 
consumption? 

A. fee. . 

q. Where did you get your figures? 

A, In the chart free the sales chemicals in Frankfurt, the product¬ 
ion of fuel nethanol is nentioned in the letter vhlch you have had in 
your hand, 

< Will you please reed that part where it nontlons it? 

A. "The production of fuel nethanol until April 1939 still amounted 
to the monthly average oroductioa in 1938. Then it was reduced nuch 
owing to the changes in the additions of other ohenlcals, and evor 
since it has been stopned altogether. There were produced in 1938, -14,062 
tone in 1939, 23,964 tons.*- 

q. How froa the portion of the two-page lettor of Abtellung L that 
you Just read, you nade your chart indicating ths quantity of nethanol 
that vent for the consumticn of notor fuels, is that right? 

A. Hot for the use. These ore not figures of use but those aro 
figures of production, because the nethanol for notor fuel has a slightly 
different quality than that which is used for checlcel mu-noses. 

W. I on not asking y«i Just now for any technical cccroosition about 
different notor fuels. What I eu Interested in is you telling do exaetly 
what you neon In your chart by nethanol for notor fuels. What do you 
nean by that? 

A. This is that kind of nethanol which was produced with the 
ruling that it should be used for notor fuel. It was intended to be 
used for notor fuel. 

q. Well, is this a fair stateaent of the situation 7 Under the 
category in your chart of nethanol for notor fuels you are referring 
to such nethanol which was produced and intended to be used in the 
operation of notor vehicles. Is that a fair statement? 
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4 Mcy-M-J?-10-4-Gfiy 1ord (Iat. Juelich) 
Court VI Case VI Cocalssion 



Q* How, the nethanol *xlch you referred to in your chart, which was 
of n kind that could ba used in the operation of notor vehicles, is that 
United to civilien operation of notor vehicles? 

A, What kind of fuels the Wehrnatht used we did not know. 

<<• ”as this conpilation in your chnrt about nathanol for notor 
fuels — does that Include the nethanol that went to the notorised 
Vehruocht? 
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4 Uay-iS-PL-II&I2“i-Ranler (inti Juelich) 

# .« 

Court No. VI, Case VI - COMMISSION 


A.- Nothing is said in ay chart about that, only production %a men- 
tioned. Where this methanol was sent to 1 do not know, nor did I mention 
it here. 

Q.- Can you tell no now tfiether tho methanol which you pofer to is 
for motor fuels and you say you got those figures from the Salts Depart- 
aent of the chemical department in Frankfurt. The Sales Department, is 
that right? 

A.- Yes. 

Q.- Would you tell mo whether this methanol for motor fuels went to 
the Y/ehraacht for the use of its motorized Amy? 

A.- 1 cannot tell you that because the Sales Combine writes about 
the production and not about the sale. 

q.- The Sales Combine writes about the production and not the sales, 
is that what you say? 

A.- Quite correct. You read it yoursoIf, didn't you? 

Q.- i am asking you. I do not read German and you know that. I am 

just asking you about your owi document. 

# 

A.- Yes, the Sales Department writes about the production and not 

the sales, ia that what you say? 

A.- Quite correct. You read it yourself, didn't you? 

Q.- I am asking you. I do rot read German and you know that. I am 

Just asking you about your own document. 

A.- *es, the Sales Department writes about tho amount of production. 

0 ._ would this be a fair statement, then? I will withdraw that. Is 

it a fact that the methanol included in your chart which you say w»s for 
• • 

motor use, is It a fact that a substantial part of that methanol was pro¬ 
duced for the needs of the motorized Wehrmacht? 

A.- I cannot tell you that because I am not a salesman. I am an on- 

0 • 

gineer, a plant engineer. 

Q.- Do. you know whether or rot, at the time the aethanol productio: 


15440 




4 Hay-45-FL-ll&I2-2-Raslcr (lot. Juelich) 
Court lib. 71, Case VI - CONMSSION 


of I.G, Farben was increased, that the extent of the increased production 
vtas discussed between I.G. Farben officials and the officials of Army 
Ordnance Office? Do you know that? 

A.- I don't know anything about that. 

Q.- h ave you seen the Prosecution documents in this case setting out 
the minutes of discussions between the A nay °rdnance Office and I.G. Farben 
in connection with — 

DR. PIA5EHSH21: I must object against this question by the Prosecu¬ 
tor. The subject under discussion here is the chart which tho witness added 
to his affidavit. TThethor tho witnoss knows Prosecution documents or not 
is of no importance for the questions whixh are to to clarified horo. Tho 

4 

question goes for beyond the scope of cross examination, and theroforo 
is inadmissible. 

1 R. AUCHAN: It is not sufficiently important to arguo the point. 

BY UR. AUCHAN: 

• 0 

Q.- Con you toll mo, Ur. witness, whether tho aothanol which you say 
was produced for motor fuels was in fact used by the Tohnnacht? 

A.- I cannot say that from qy own knowledge bocauso I have already 
said that I do not-know another the Tohraacht bought methanol. But I do 
not bolievo that the ~chrmacht hod to use synthotic fuel. They loft that 
fuel for tho civilian users. 

• m 

Q.- Tell, if you don't know, there would be no point in your undox^- 

& 

taking to toll us* 

I oa very much in to rested in what tho nethanol for motor fuels moans 

0 00 

in your document, and to bo sure I understand you, first, you don't show 

0 

what the methanol wa3 used for, is that right? 

A.- I show for what purpose tho methanol was produced. 

Q.- How could you tell for what purpose it was produced if you don't 
know vihat it was used fort 

0 

A*- Because tho use depended on the quality, and because tho quality 
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4 May-jf-FL-1 lftl2-*3-Raaler (Int,. Juelichj 
# 2 
Bourt No. 71, Case VI - CCuAsSICti 

0 

ia dote mined in production. If I make mothanol for fuel, then its quality 
is different than tho nothanol which I produce for chomieils. Them fuel 

nothanol cannot be used for further chemical purposes. 

0 \ * 

q.- Now, this nothanol that ia mddo for motor fuolr, would you have 
to enko a different kind of nothanol for motor vehicles oporated by tho 
'Irny or vculd it be tho sane cethanol that is used in the operation of 
civilian motor vehicles? 

A.- I bo lie vc that it docs not mttor to the motors whothor they ore 

4 

contained in a military vehicle or in a private vohido, tihoro civilians 
or soldiers are sitting in tho front. 

0.- W 0 U, lot's turn to your Buotcfisch Document 1C1. Just toll no Just 
what thnt chart is supposed to show. It is hcadod, "Accounting of Costs 
and Production for I-ouna Gasoline". First, Just go through tho list. 

4 

A.- lou said 181, did you? 

Q.- 161. 1 ave you got that document in front of you? Now is that 
supposed to show tho costs per unit for tho production of synthotic gaso¬ 
line? 

A.- No. 

Q.- “That does it show? 

A.- It shows tho exponsos for imported gasoline. 

0 

Q.- I am sorry, I don't understand what that means, ’fill you try again'. 

A.- Those are tho expenses for gasoline which has boon imported from 

0 

America end other countries which have oil, and was imported to Germany? 

0 

Q.- First, docs it show tho prices of imported gasoline in Germany? 

A.- Yea. 

O.- Alright, take tfcc year 1933. *fhat price do you show for imported 
gasolino? 

0 

A.- The price is combined free three things. The ZIF price, that is 
the ZIF price ihich is ffee to bhe harbor in Germany; thon added is tho 
customs duty and added to this is tho expense for the logal addition of 
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4 toy-L<-FI^l!il2-4-Raalor (Inti Jdolich) 

0 

Court No. VI, Case VI - COfiUSSION 

Sprit. Tho law h&a ruled that Sprit is to be added to gasoline. 

Q.- Alcohol? 

A.- *cs, that is alcohol. 

0.- Alright. *tow give me tho total figure end brehk it down. no 
are talking atout 1933. 

A.- The chart shows that tho total expenses woro approximately 
26 pforuxigs per liter. °f this, about 6 pfennigs woro rJJF prico, approxi¬ 
mately 16 pfennigs woro duty and 4 pfennigs was tho axponso for adding 

0 

alcohol. Sprit. 

Q.- Now, what did you do in your chart? Did you comparo tho costs 
of tho Imported gasollno with tho production costs of Farbon aynthotic 
gasolino? Did you do that? 

4 

A.- On this chart, only tho prices for imported gasolino are containod, 

• #. , 

°n a lator chart, docuoont 160, thoro arc listed tho pricos for synthotio 
gasolino. 

Q.- Boforo leave 161, is this a corroct understanding of tho chart, 
Y ou havo only undortnkon to broak down tho cost figures for importod go3o- 
lino, is that right? 

A.- Tos. 

Q.- Now, vory briefly, toll mo what date did you uso in compiling that 
chart? 

0 

A.- Thoro la a handbook of tho Osman Mineral Oil Economy by Thuomon, 

of tho year 1939. 

0.- The book you rofor to in your affidavit? 

A.- ^es, . 

*>.- Is that tho only book which you used upon which you compiled this 
chart? 

A.- The information in the book of Thucocn referred only to the tim«. 

up to 1933. For the years before 1933.Thuomon must refer to after 

1933. For tho figures boforo 1933, 1 used statements concerning tho ZXF 
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U ^yJJ-FL-mi2-5-r^aler (Int. Juclich) 
C ourt Ho. VI, Case VI - COMJOSSION 


prices end about duty for tho years before 1933 . 

0 • 

Q.- Alright, lot's novo on to Buotefiach Document 160. That is your 
cost and Profit condition for Louna gasolino. Is that it? 

A.- Tos. . . 

Q.- Now, tell ao \*\ct do you show with that do arrant? 

A.- They listed tho comparative costs cooperod to tho previous chart. . 
? lrat take 1933. Show no what figures you show and toll ira how 
you got thoso figures. 

• 0 

A.- In 1933 tho value, that is, tho cost of production of synthotio 
gasoline in Louna coountod to 22 pfennigs. That is tto bluo spaco on tho 
chart. This figuro originates from tho books of tho Salos Bookkooping Do- 
pa rtnent for rdtrogon and oils in tho contral offlco of Fnrbon in Frank¬ 
furt* 

0.- Lot mo understand you. This figuro of 22 pfennigs for 1933 you 

0 

took fro:i tho report of tho 1.0. control office caapilod in Frankfurt, 
is that right? 

A.- This was not a spocial report, but thoso oro tho normal bookkeopipg 
books of tho control offico. 

Q.- It is tho I.G. Farbon control offico? 

A.- *os. 

O.r t ?hish is oporatod under tho authority of tho U.S. Army? 

A.- Tos. 

0 0 * 

0.~ O.K. Now, after tho 22 pfonnigs, go ahead. 

A.- For synthotic gasolino an extra expense was added on tho original 
0 0 

production prico, tho so-called mineral oil tax, and for tho eddition 
of °prit alcohol. That is tho green spaco. 

Q.- How much? 

A.- 2$ pfe nn igs in 1933. This figure also originates free tho books 
of the control offico. 
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4 lfey-U-FIf-lI/d2-6-agnlo r (Int. Juolich) 

0 

Court Ho. VI, Case VI - COHCSSE* 


r\.- He, Hna, And what is the total prico you got for tho cost to 
Farbon of synthetic gasolino in 1933? 

0 m 

A.- In that caso, this afcoimts to 24.6 pfennigs por litor. 

0 • 

0.- Now then, is this a fair understanding of your chart 161, as 

0 

against 160, namely/ you are shewing graphically that tho cost to Farbon 

• 0 

to produce synthetic gasoline in 1933 tins 24$ pfennigs, as against tho 
cost for gasolino from abroad which you fixed at 26 pfonnigs for 1933. 

Is that a fair atatorwnt of tho aeaning of tho twb charts? 

A.- Y cs, except for a sn ail limitation. Tho tax and tho cost for ad- 

0 

dition to tho gasolino, or tho actual production costs, .f ono could any 

0 

not tho production boast, but the costs whon tho gasolino is ready for sale 
is 24 or 26 pfonnigs rospoctivoly. 

Q.- Sorry, I don't understand you. You got ono figure ns to what tho 
cost is at tho factory. 1 am talking now about tho cost to Farbon for its 
own production, ^ou got 22 pfonnigs, that's tho cost to Farbon and to its 
oral factorios? 

A.- Y os. 

fj.- Then you havo added on a tax of 2$ pfonnigs? 

A.- Yos* 

» • 

(].- How, tho total of 24$ pfennigs, what do you Mint to deaignato 
that as? 

A.- That is the cost for the gasoline roady for solo. 

0.- From tho plant? 

A.- Ono cannot say"tkat absolutely because tho addition of Sprit 
alcohol did not always hare to be added in tho factory. *t could havo 
boon added in soco othor place, but that makes no difforcnco in practico, 
How, is this a fact I will withdraw that. Can you tell m> 
the purpose of introducing these two charts in your affidavits, Bucto- 
fisch 160 and 161? That is tho nature of tho comparison you sock to mako? 
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4 ^ay-tf-FI M lfi1? /-7-Raalcr (Int. Juelich) 
Court No. VI, Case VI - COiaQSSIC^ 


DR. FIAEEfSNZR: I object to that question. It is the task of the 

defenso to decide what they want to provo and why they want to submit 

# ‘ 

documents. The witness did not submit any documents, but Defenso Counsel 

did and Defenso Counsol only needs to know whay ho fools that ho should 

♦ 

submit a document and what ho wants to prove by it, but it is not permis¬ 
sible to ask a witnoss J*y that documont was submitted. 

BY HR. AIK HAN: 

Q.- On this 1933 figuro whero you fixed the prico df importod gasolino 

did 1 correctly understand that of tho total cost of 26 pfennigs, 16 pfon- 

# 

nigs constituoa an import duty tax imposed by tho Gorman Roich, is that 
right? 

A.- *os. 

HR. A1£HAN: Ho havro no further questions to this witnoss. 

THE COOsISSIONER: The Court will adjourn. 

NR. AliCHAN: Yos, I think I havo ono formal announcoaont to make boforo 
v/o Adjourn. Tho witness Sebmidt who was oxaminod last wook os an affiant 
on bohalf of tho Dofendant Schoit* end all tho Dofondants in connoction 
tdth tho A.G. ms sohodulod to hovo his examination continuod this oftor- 
noon. I have bocr. inforaod by defenso counsol that duo to an unavoidable 
dolay on bohalf of ono of Dofonso Counsol that duo to an unavoidable doloy 
on bohalf of one of Dofenso Counsel, they will not bo eblo to examino tho 
witnoss today. Undor tho circumstances, tho Prosocution agrees that his 
further examination bo doforred until such timo as tho Prosocution and tho 
Dofonso can agree on c date. 

s • 

THE C01MSSI0NER: Very well. *fo will recess until 1:30. 
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Under directives of United States Military Tribunal Ho. 6, 
testIzSony ox’ witnesses listed below was required to be telcen boforo 
the undersigned Comissioner. Pursuant thereto the said Comissionor 
has conducted hearings at idilch the following witnesses havo Ailly 
testified* 


Ham of Witness 


Of f io_la l-Trens orl_pt 


e April 191*8 
9 April 191*6 
12 April 191*8 

12 April 19U8 

13 April 191*8 

ll April 191*8 A 

15 April 191*8 

16 April 191*8 

19 April 191*8 

20 April 191*8 

20 April 191*8 

21 April 191*8 
21 April 191*8 
23 April 191*8 k 

28 April 191*8 
26 April 191*8 

26 April 191*8 

27 April 191* 

29 April 191*8 

29 April 191*8 k 

30 April 191*8 

29 April 191*8 k 

30 .»prll 191*8 
30 nprll 19 1£, 

5 Uy 191*8 * 

6 !:ay 191*8 

3 Uy 19L8 

3 Uy 191*8 

3 Uy 191*8 k 

1* Uy 191£ 

(I* Uy 191*8 

' 1* Uy 19 IB 

l* Hay 191*8 

5 Uy 191*8 

6 Uy 19l£ A 

7 Isay 191*8 

10 Uay 19L6 

10 Uy 19L8 

10 Uy 191.6 

10 Uay 191*8 * 

11 Uy 19 IB 

11 Uy 1918 

11 Uy 191*8 

11 Uy 191*8 

10 Uy 191*8 


•laIter Warlloont 
Kurt Krueger 
Karl Weber 
Paula Aster 
Ernst Strusa 
Christian Zohn 


10875-10907 

11128-11163 

III 65 -HI 75 
11177-11199 
11293-11338 
11UJ*-111*90 
11587-11612 

11706-11723 

11827-1181*1 

1181*2-11860 

11861-11878 

12098-12128 

12129-1211*0 

12337-12370 

12707-12777 

121*61-121*98 

12500-12512 

12598-12621 

12871-12909 

12910-12953 

13075-13092 

1295!*-12960 

13065-13075 

13093-13133 

13620-13629 

13651-13719 

132l*fr-13269 

13271-13291 

13292-13316 

131*12-131*50 

131*50-131*60 

131*61-131*79 

131*80-131*89 

13566-13619 

15720-13735 

13861-13691 

11*173-11*181 

11*195-11*209 

ll£l0-ll*220 

11*221-11*21*5 

11*377-11,381* 

11*387-11*1*21* 

11*1*25-11*1*39 

11*1*1*0-11*1*55 

11*182-11*191* 


Bernhard Sohoencr 
Adalbert Peindol 
Josef Grobel 
Gustav Plstor 
Enll de Haas 
Heinrich Schuh 
Ho inrich Sohlndler 


Walter Xitcuth 
Hans Sauor 
Wllhels Duollborg 
Theo Gold Scheldt 
..nton Aolthlngor 


Rudolf von Sprotty 


Rudolf Scheldt 


Wolfgang Alt 
Carl Gadow 
Kurt Hartman 


Frit* Dion 
Kurt Eisf* Id 
Adolf Taub 

Ernst Struss (for Pros.) 
Werner Scheltz 


Ux Winkler 
Fritz Hirsoh 
Ernst Kraschwskl 
Frans Puorstonborg 


Hoins Snvolsborg 
Carl Runscheidt 
Relnhold 

Prlodrioh Se Ichor 


During the said procoedings the following exhibits havo 
been offered in cvidsace: 






isosscmcs atHi3iis 


Exhibit 


Offiolal Transo 

2302 

PS 2355 C 

10899 

2303 

i*79 

10901 

2301 

. 11036 

11115 

23C5 

H 03 I 

11182 

2306 

. 15070 

11183 

2307 

0236 

11302 

2309 

U-252 

11312 

2311 

15062 

11327 

2312 

150^ . ' 

1 gg 

2311* 

11257 

2315 

2316 

13521 

11256 

11173 

11173 

2317 

11251 

11185 

2318 

11252 

11176 

2319 

11011 

11182 

2320 

11039 

11831 

2321 

13091 

11818 

2528 

10532 

12615 

2329 

. 1C528 

12616 

2323 

10907 

12706 

2330 

13525 

.12733 

2331 

15021 

12878 

2332 

3763 

12915 

2333 

2331 

15115 

15116 

12921 

12923 

2335 

8617 

12927 

233* 

15132 

12933 

2337 

l‘5ll 

12912 

2336 

11098 

13106 

2339 

13531 

13111 

23LO 

15215 

13126 

2311 

15260 

13620 

2312 

15173 

13286 

231*5 

7637 

13728 * 

2316 

7666 

13730 

2352 

15290 

11382 

2353 

15296 

11392 • 


I, the undoriIgnod CosaUsloner, do heroby oortlfy that tho 
oforoaold official tranaorlpt page* cosprlao a full, truo and oorreot 
report of »uoh proooedlnge, toitloony and orldenoc heard and rooordod 
theroin before no. 


Dated at Kurnberg, Oercnny, key 28, 1918* 


Cc-^lssionor of Tribunal Ho. 6 








COURT VI CASS VI 

It Lfay Ua-l^lr^WJMasdorff (Lea) 

cracassioH 


AFT21NOOM SESSIOil 

TH3 UAJSHuL: flic Comission is again in session, 

DR. FLAEClSlCIt: Flacchsncr for Buetcfisch, 

REDIRECT aAiffiJATIOl' 

ER. KURT MmS 

f 

Ef DR. FUECUSlHls 

Q. TTitnoss, you nontionod that as a basis for your coapilation of 
the costs in tho gasoline field, you nonticnod a plant Thyncn. Will 
you ploaso toll tho court who Thyncn was and why tho yearbook which ho 
published is an authentic source? 

A. Thyuon, as can bo scon free tho preface to his book, was a 
Referent in tho Reich Ihnistry of Zconcoics. He was concerned with 
questions of ninoral oil. HU handbook is a scni-official publication, 

Q. I now core to yc-i affidavit 228. You said beforo, when answering 
questions of tlio Frosocutor, that you got tho 'ata about tho nothanol 
consuaption for tho production of toluol froo a Dr. Bock. Was this in 
your opinion a roliable sourco frou uhich to get such figuros? First of 


all, answer that. 

A. In opinion, this was the nost suitable sourco since actual 
Aiguros about *./aldonburg aro no longer available in Qcroany. 

Q. Hero you al-lo to chock thoso figures ..'hich wore given to you? 

A. Ucldcnburg was subordinate in a certain rcspoct to tho plant 
aanagonont of Oppau, and at their requost I lookod* after Waldonburg. In 
othor words, I was faniliar with tho condition at Haldcnburg and thoro- 


foro I was ablo to d itcraino that tho data of Dr. Ebek agreed with ay 



atm recollection. 

Q. In tho cross 
Schnurr. First of all, aro 
affidavit reliable in y ur 
A. Dr. Schnurr was 
and thus he had to have tho best 


>f Dr. 


□ado in this 


hcxogcnc production 
production conditions. 


Q. Tiitness, did yew know in the Spartc office how ouch nitrogen and 
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how nuch nethanol went into the production of explosives? 

A. Ko. I go* thoso figures now on the basis of the documents 
which I nentioned. The Farten agencies at that tine could not know 
specifically what wont into the consxaaption of explosives because the 
explosive liras, thoso who produced explosives, did not list in thuir 
orders for \rtiat purposo they were ordoring and, as is noli know, theso 
firms also producod other products outside of explosives. 

Q. 1 finally ask you this: In nuking out tho tables which 
you attached to your affidavit and which arc contents of your affidavit 
did you check tho figures and tho notarial as carefully as you wore ablo 
to do? 

A. Yes, I did, 

DR. FUZCISHSl: Ho furthor questions. 

Ur. Cocniosionor, nay I ask that tho defendant Buotefisch bo returnod 
now to tho nain court re^j because ho has to bo present during tho 
proceedings there. 

THE ccmssiaai: As soon as tho questioning is finishod. 

UR. AlGHAili I have a coo furthor redirect, and it is all right after 
that to rolcaso hia. 

THE C0t2338KUBRs As son as tho Prosecution is finished, ho will 
bo ordorod to go back. 

RECROSS EXAHDiATICU 
DR. KURT HftRTUMtt 

BY UR. AHSKili 

Q. Now, ?5r. Uitnoss, Counsol aakod you about the lottor fron Dr. 
Beck that you testifiod to and tho affidavit of Dr. Schnurr that you 
testified to. llow, thoso two docunonts you used as a basis far ccapiling 
your chart, Buctofisch 228, is that right? 

A. That 1 3 right. 

Q. And you also said you checked very carefully the data which 
Dr. Schnurr and Dr. Beck gave you, is that right? 
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A. I said that I was not able to check tho data of Dr. Schnurr 
because I'a not an expert on oxplosives and because I had no such 
figuros for explosives av a i l a b le, that's why I had hia give then to 
ce. But I could be convinced of tho fact that flr. Schnurr, being tho 
expert for hoxogeno, m in a position tc jive ix the orrcct figures. 

Q. But you did not chock his figuros, is that right? Dr. Schnurr'a 
figures? 

A. Z could not check then. 

Q. Did you check Dr. Beck's figures? 

A. I Just said that I could cooparo than with thoso in ny own 
recollection and I rouonbored tho aaao figures. 

Q. Now, with rospoct to Dr. Bock's lottor, do I corroctly unde rotated 
your tostinony to havo been timt Dr. Beck gavo you his oun recollection 
of tho figuros in that two-pogo porsanal lottor that ho sont you in his 
own handwriting and that ho did not include in that lottor any documents 
of any sort? Is that correct? Did I correctly understand your tostinony? 

A. That's right. 

Q. Do I understand your toatinory n«f to bo that tho rcc olloction 
"hich Dr. Bed: gavo you as to tho figures, as far as you con sco it, 
coincides with your rocolloction of tho figuros? Is that tho nubstanco 
of your tostinony? 

A. Tos, that's corroct. 
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Q. Ycu tlid not havo any official records or doe merits before you 
with which to chock Dr. Beck's recollection as to figures, did you? 

A. I had tho report of Dr. Alt, which represents a program of 
production and which agreed with nine and Dr. Seek's nomory. 

Q. How this Dr. Alt's document that you oentioned, is that tho 
docunont about which you testified that you found at Ludwigshafon? 

A. That's right. 

Q. And that is the document that referred to tho ostinated demand 
and not the actual demand, is that right? 

A. Yos, I said that. 

Q. How to close this hearing, would you havo any objection of putting 
in the rocord tho affidavit or lottor of Dr. Dock and tho affidavit of 
Dr. Schnurr upon which you roly? 'Jould you object to that? 

DR. FUECIKERt An absolutely inadmissible question to tho witness. 
Tho witnoss ncithor has to raise ibjocti'ns nor do anything olso. That's 
a mattor for tho Defonso to do. .Tho viewpoint of thp Dofonso is clear, 

I stated it this aoming in so nuch dotoil that anything olso would bo 
repetition. 

HR. AiEHAlIi no'll withdraw It in view of the statement of Dofonso 
Counsol; nz taoro questions. 

TH3 COLUSSIOiER: Tho witnoss will bo oxcusod. 

(Tho witness was excused.) 

DR. TRABAlDTi Hr. Cesnissienor, Trabandt for tho defendant Ducrrfcld. 

As tho first witness requested by tho Prosecution for cross 
examination, I ask that 'So affiant Engincor Frits Dion bo called in. 

THE COIiUSSIOiteJi: Tho iiarshal will call tho witness. 

DR. TRAKUIDT: Bio affidavit of Dion is in Book 5 of tho Ducrrfcld 
volumes. It is Ducrrfcld Document Kunbor 783, 'co'-iblt 92, pago $6 of 
tho Document Book. 

FRITZ DIOii, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 

THE CCSIi'SSIOiLB: Is Counsel ready for the witness to be sworn? 




DR. TRABA3DT: Yes, I'a ready. 
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COLOUSSION 

THE OOSlSSlOKait The witness will raise his right hand and repeat 
after ne: 

I swear by God, the Alaighty and Omniscient, that I will speak the 

pure truth and will oidt and add nothing. 

; i 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

THE COUilSSIOlGRt You nay be seated. 

DIRECT SCAUDfATIO*! 

FRITZ DIOH 

BY DR. TRABAUDT: 


Q. Witness, for the record, please give your exact nano. 

A. Fritz Dion. 

Q. Will you please spell yair last nans? 

A. D-I-OH. 

Q. Will you please give your present residence? 

A. Uarburg on the Lahn River, Frankfurterstrasse 2h. 

DR. SEIDLI How, Witness, Dr. Soldi for Dr. Juerrfeld. 

• DIRECT SXAlttKATIOi! (continued) 

BY DR. SEIDL: (for Duorrfeld) 

Q. Hr. Dion, will you please give your birth date? 

A. 1st of Juno 1895. 

Q. How I would like to ask you to give tho Cannissionor a brief 
description of your life. 

A. I attended high school and graduated from it. Then I attended 
the Technical University at Darnstadt. After I passed ay examination I 
had positions in the August Thyssen Huette in Hanborn, in tho coopany 
for film production in Wolf an j in the Kali works in the South Harz 
Lloun tains. Then in the Far ben Coopany; first in the Domagen plant; 
then froo 1931 in the Leverkusen Plant. Frco I Jay 19U0 I wa3 with Dynanit 
A.G. End of Day 19U2, in the Wehraacht until September 19U3, ‘then I was 
put on leave in order to repair the rubber and cement factory in Hannhein. 
Then on the 18th of April 19U* until 15th December 19ldi I worked as a 


labor engineer in Auschwitz, 
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Q. Now, T&tness, you said that you -rare labor engineer in Ausc'iiv/itz. 
You signed an affidavit for the Defense which is dated U November 19h7, 
is that correct? 

A. Yes. 

DR. SEiQJ.j !*. Coaaissionor, this affidavit is in Document Book 5 

$ 

for the defendant Duerrfeld. It is on page $6. Hie Document Number is 
783 and the affidavit was sutrdttcd with the Exhibit Ifunbor 92. 

Q. Ur. IUon, did you road through the affidavit once again? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Do you h«ro anything to siy about affidavit, to correct, to 
add, or to explain? 

A. Yes. 

Q. '.Till you toll us in what paragraph? 

A. That is paragraph 8. 

Q, Dooo tla have any connection with the proceedings whioh aro 
ponding boforo a dc-ilazificnticn &»ard? 

A. Yos. 

• • 

q. All right, thon I think it would bo proper for mo to ask you 
a few noro questions in this connection which concern themselves with your 
political past. 

Hew, first of all, Tfttnoss, were you over a nanbor of tho Nazi Party? 

A. Ho, 

Q. Yfas a de-ilazlficaticn proceeding car:*icd out against you? 

A. Yos, it is still pending, because of tho appoal, 

q. Now, you say that you were not a ncjbor of tho Party but that 
a dc-Nasification proceeding was carried out a-a. ist you? What was tho 
cause for this proceeding? Uhat was tho reason for it? 

A. Because I was labor engineer in Auschwitz, that's why I was 
called beforo the do—I'azification Court. 

q. During thoso proceedings, did you have to give statements about 
conditions in tho Auschwitz-Farben plant and especially about the labor 
conditions prcv a i l i.-g tiere? 
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A. Yes. I was mainly asked about those runors which were current 
everywhere, and I was astonished that I did not know before what was going 
on in Auschwitz, And in connection with that many questions wore asked 
which I did not see as facts, did not hear as facts and therefore I 
did not list then hoar under paragraph 8 . 

Q. Pardon ao for interrupting you. . You aoan paragraph 8 of your 
affidavit? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Tho ouo which you gavo the Defense in this trial? 

A. Yes, 

Q. Vfoll, what can you tell us about the additions to paragraph 8 ? 

And what did you toll tho do-Nazification Court? 

A. They absolutely iranted to know about tl» uass killings. They 
said that I nust have known about then, and I said, "No, nothing was 
said about it to anyono." Oily in July 1944 for away from tho plant 
Vfost of it sonotiling was burning; you could see e large column of smoko 
thoro and I hoard a conversation at tho diawr table, “Today again 
corpsos aro boing bumod." other pooplo said that it is out of tho 
question; that can't bo possible. Laundry or sccothing olsc is boing 
burned bocauso of an opidcaic. And still othors said, “It's iapossiblo 
that corpses havo such a swootish odor." These statooonta and othors 
nera askod about. Sinco I did not soo that and sinco 1 found it incrodiblo 
I did not state it hero in tho affidavit. 

Q. Dion, tho concentration canp Ausdhwitz, which was 8 kilaoctors 
wc 3 t of tho Farbon plant, was, together with tho Concentration Camp 
Rirkonau, a trenendous concentration easy with tens of thousands of 
inmate 3 . As such, it would not havo been soocthing extraordinary if 
thoro had boon relatively many death eases in ease of epidemics? 

A. '.Toll, it's possible. 
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Q.- How I want to ask you, did you gather free thcao uncontro 13abio 
rumors in 1944 at r.ry time that there is something true about these ru- 
cors end that there night bo something to them? 

4.- No, I had absolutely no indications for that end it was not dis¬ 
cussed among colleagues. I did not hear about those uattors will aftor 
tho collapse. 

O.- And that is nhat you wonted to add to Par. 8 of your affidavit? 

A.- Yes. 

Q.- And othorwiso you have no corrections to make in your affidavit? 

A.- I wouldn't know of ary. 

Q.- Then I have no further questions. Hr. Commissioner. 

CRC6S-EXAMD4MI0N 

BY DR. KINSKOFFi 

• • 0 
0.- Ur. witnoss. Just to got tho record straight on this Paragraph 8, 

what you Just told tho cooaission' about tho additions you wantod to mako 

• 0 0 

to Paragraph 8, they consisted, did they not, of tho things you told tho 

Spruchkoamor in your otm dofonso? Isn't that right? 

0 

A.- ^11, 1 can not call that a dofenso becauso I was gc no rally asked 
0 

about thoso things, and it ms not a mottor of dofenso insofar as they 
put to mo that becauso of tho usa of concentration comp inmatos crimes 
against humanity had been committed. 

0 # 

n.- Now tho point I am trying to got to is, you, as a person who 

• 

was in chargo of labor allocation, wore asked specifically whother you 

knew abouts^ho atrocities cocnitted against tho inmatos, and about tho 

moss murders at Auschwitz, and at that time when you wero oskod that 

question you said you know nothing about it, except now as you have nodi- 

• • • 

fiod it by the moors you hoard in 1944, isn't that right? 

• 0 

A.- Yes, because 1 didn't sec anything of those things t*ion I was 
thoro and no one told me about it. In that respect it is correct. 

I 

I 
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# 0 

Q.- Ur* Witness, you rcro at Auschwitz from April 1944, until the 
ond, is that right? 

d # # 

A.- Not quito until the ond, On the 15th of Doc ember, 1944, I was sent 
to tho hospital because of stomach ulcors. That is, to the hospital at 

f 

Auschwitz. 

Q*~ lot me ask you this in connection with tho statement you hovo redo 

in your affidavit that you novor hoard of workers who collapsed or died 

• 0 0 

while working. In your position, if workors — if, say, fifty wsricors 

diod — not collepsod, but actually died — on tho construction sito during 

# 

tho timo you woro thoro, would that cone to your attention? 

DR. SEIDL: Objoction. I objoct to tho quostion. *n tho affidavit of 
tho witno bo thoro isn't a sir^lo word to tho offoct that ho saw pooplo 

0 

colicpoo on tho construction sito, or that any ono might havo collcpsod on 

0 

tho construction sito, or that ho oven hoard about it through rumors. 

• • • 

This is a claim wholly taken out of thin air and thoro is no basis for it 
in tho affidavit. 

UR. 13NSK0FFs Perhaps Dr. Scidl didn«t understand tho question. Tho 
witness has stated in his affidavit that during his presence ho novor hoard 
of workors who cr.Uapacd or oven diod whilo working. Now tho question that 
I am oskirg him is that in tho position that ho held as person in chargo 

0 

of labor allocation, if some fifty workors would actually die on tho cons¬ 
truction sito, tould that cooo tb his knowledge because of tho position 
that ho hold? 

A.- Yes. 

THE COilTSSIO^: If you arc both satisfied with tho record than, I 
will let him go ahead. Ho may answer it. 

• 0 0 

Q.- Thank you, sir. Now, Mr. witness, of tho various groups who wero 

0 • 0 

on the construction sit6, like the foreman, the moistors, tho capos and tho 
othor supervisory personnel, which group wsuld you say from your own per- 
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aonal observation was most harsh to inmates? If any? 

A.- I can't answer that question. 

DR. SEIDL: I object to the question. In sy opinion he would first 

• 0 

have to ask another question, namely, whether any group at all was harsh 
against the ircates. 

HR. MIHSKOPF: Let me reword that question, Ur. Commissioner. 

Ur. Witness, speaking of the Capos, was it your observation when you woro 

0 

at the I.C. Auschwitz site, that the Capos alw&va treated the inmates 
very i«ll? 

0 * 

A.- Manually, yes. 

Q.- 'fas it your observation that the attitude of the Farben foremen 
and meisters was even better than that of the Capos totards tho vwrkers? 
Towards the inmatos? 

A.- Certainly, because the inmates were less supervised by our own 

0 

people, but they were constantly supervised fcy the Capos. 

Q.~ Did you over, during the time you wore there, notice any Capo 
strike any inmate? 

A.- No. 

# 

Q.- Ur. witness, whore on the I.C. site were you personally located? 
A.- I wa3 in an office outside of Farben. 

Q.- •There wa3 that located? 

A.- Birectly near the gate. That is, in front of tho fence around 
the actual plant; and every day * made ny observation tours around the 
plant, always at a different place, because one could not cover thi3 lar¬ 
ge place all in one trip. 

0 0 0 

Q.- Ur. Witness, did you, before coning here today, have an opportu¬ 
nity to read any of the defense affidavits concerning aonditions at Ausch¬ 
witz? 


A.- No 
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0 

Q.- Mr. witness, if in 100 or acre of these affidavits they all 

0 

state that tho Capes were the ones who beat the inaates, tould you say 



that is contrary to your observation? 

DR. SEIDL: Objection. I object to this question. It is based on a 

fact which does rot follow froa ary evidence in the trial. If anything can 

0 

be gathered from the many affidavits of the defense, then it is the fact 
that the inmates were generally not struck by the Capos. Furthermore, I 
object bo the question because it evidently has a conclusion as its basis. 
MR. IDNSKOFF: If Dr. Seidl wants to stipulate that the Capos were 

0 

not the ones who boat the inoatos, the Prosecution will be happy to so 

f 0 

stipulate. I take it thore is no such stipulation. Ur. witness, in your 
capacity — 

DR. SEIDL: I believe that in interrogating this witness one must con- 
0 # 

aider particularly, in treating this subject, that the witness only come 

0 • • 

yo Auschwitz in 1944, and therefore there is no purpose in confronting 
him with hundreds of affidavits uhich extond over a period of threo and 
a half years. 

Q.- Mr. witness, durirg tho tine that you wore in I.G. Auschwitz, 

you were faced, wore you not, with tho pro blocs of increasing tho efficiency 

0 

and tho out-put of the inaates, isn't that truo? 

A.- That is right; 

0 

Q.- Now, in order to increase their efficiency and thoir output, 
did you suggest that the way to increase thoir output was to increase 
the number of Capos? 

I did rot suggest that, and I never heard anything about it. 

0 * 

Q.- Is it your testimony, kr* witness, that you personally never at- 

0 

tended a discussion, tho purpose of which was to take measures to increase 

0 

the output of the irraatos, wherein it was agreed that one of tho moans 

0 * 

which could be used, or Hiich should be used, was to increaso the number 

of Capos and such sroervisory personnel os Capos? 
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A. At ono occasion mention nos node of t.&s, on such construction 
sites which were very widespread and extended the supervisory personnel 
should bo increased. 

Q. Ur, Witness, are you sure that when tho discussion you arc 
referring to now too!: placo, that that lijaitation which you are no* 
tolling the court was also contained in that discussion? In other 
words, the limitation that only on places ’whore they wore frr separated 
should they havo noro Capos? 

A. Yes. 

DR. SEIDLs I don't went to object to tho question formally, but 
it still scans proper to bo to toll tho witness which conference and 
which discussion arc scant hero, 

Q. The witness has not indicated that t'icro rrs noro than ono 
discussion. If ho wishos to so indicate, I would be happy to hoar tho 
testimony. DCs thero uoro than ono discussion which you attendod whoro 
it was suggostod to lncroaso tho nunbjr of Capos to increase tho officioncy 
of tho innatos? 

A. Certainly there wore noro cojiforcnccs, and it was my pursonal 
opinion that tho supervisory personnel in general was very inadequate, 
not only in tho ease of inmates and Capos, but also for tho German personnel. 

Q. Now, Ifr. './ltno33, I don't want any confusion in this rocord. I 
cm Just speaking now of a discussion where you woro speaking of tho 
working officioncy of concentration camp innatos, and suggestions woro 
aado to increase that working officioncy of concentration comp inmates. 

And now I asked - this last question was: did you attend noro than ono 

• 

discussion whore it was agreed $hat tie way to lncroaso tho officioncy 

• 

of concentration can? inmates was to increase the Capo supervision? 

A. I con not exactly state whether there wore ono or more conferences, 
but it was discussed several tiaos, I know that much. 

Q. In other words, tho suggestion was aado a number of tines that 
the way to increase tho concentration cacp inmates performance was to 
increase tho Capo supervision? That is correct, isn't it? 
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A. Tho suggestion waj mado, yes. 

Q. Non, Hr, TTitness, thero was also anothor suggestion made to 
increase the work performance of the inmates, and that was that tho 
innates be divided into three groups, according to their performance, 
and tho ration scales should be adjusted accordingly. Now isn't that 
corroct? , 

A. 1 don't know that. 

DR. S2ILL: Just a minuto. I believe tho translation was not quite 
correct in this caso and I think it night be woll to repeat the question 
with a correct translation. 

THS COtSISSIOiCR: Very well. Tho question will be rcpoctod. 

Q. Tho question was: Isn't it true that thero was a second suggestion 
agrcod upon at a mooting which you attended to incroaso tho work porforn- 
anco of innates, and that suggesUon was that tho inmates bo divided into 
throo groups in accordance with thoir work performance and tho ration 
scalos - the ration scales would bo adjusted accordingly? 

DR. SSIDL: £ objoct to this question. I objoct to it bocause the 
Prosocution knows exactly that this division did not rofor to inmatos, 
bit to civilian workers, especially tho Eastern workers. 

I!R. UT.ISKOF?: Mow, Ur. Cowdssioncr, I think it is highly impropor 
for Dr. Scidl to testily, particularly when ho testifies incorrectly. I 
an reading froa a doc went which is now offered in ovidcnco, - which has 
boon in cvidonco, it is NI ll,lii5, where they speak of concentration 
canp innates, and not of othor workors, and that is in Part 3 of the 
docunont, and any suggestion by counsel that it contains other references 
than that, I think, is highly inpropor. Now, if tho witness understood 
the question, I would appreciate his answering it. 

A. I can not renenber. 

Q. You don't renenber any ration differences based upon work 
performance being nado in connection with increasing tho performance of 
concentration camp inmates? Is that your testimony? 
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A. Ho, it was acroly a question, and this was later carried out 
of giving those iroates an additional ration who worked according to 
wages based on work performance. 

Q. Ur. Witness, I show you HI 1111*5 which is presently in ovidenco 
as Prosecution Exhibit 1515, and I call your attention particularly to 
Paragraphs A and 3. (A) shtwrs the suggestion that they havo increased 
Capo supervision, and paragraph (B) says concentration ennp innatos wore 
to bo divided into threo groups, according to thdr porfomanco. Ration 
3calos being adjusted accordingly. Now, doos that rofrosh your rccolloct- 
ion as to the agroooont roachcd at that tino at a mooting imich you attendod? 

A. I can not rcaoab o r. 

Q. Thank you. Ho furthor quostions. 

REDIRECT EXAUEIATIOK 

BY DR. SBIDL: 

Q. I have only ouo quosUon to ask the ritnoss. lir. Dion, you woro 
askod about this denazification proceeding, which lod to on addition to 
paragraph 8 of your affidavit. I want to ask you this: what result did 
this denazification proceeding havo? 

A. I was convicted — I was put in group U, as a "follow travolor". 

Q. Tliank you. 

THE COliaSSxOiLR: Any further questions? 

VR. UEISU07P: Ho furthor quostions. Tour Honor. 

THE COLTuSSIO.ER: Hie witness will be oxcusod. 

DR. Sl&IDL: Ifr. Cocnissionur, the Kitness Diofold is ready to be 
examined. 
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TCH3CT NATION 

31 m. SE3DL: 

Q Witness, you nade out an affidavit for the defense, which 
was signed 5 Ifcvsaber 19U7, is that correct? 

A Yos, I signed that affidavit and I made it out. 

Q This affidavit was put into Volume IV of the IXierrfeld 
books. It is Duerrfeld No. 687 and is on Page 1 of the Document 
Book. It was offered as Exhibit 69. I have a few additional ques¬ 
tions to ask you, Dr. Eisfeld. First of all, I want to ask you to 
give your full name and your birth date. 

A Kurt Max Ernst Eisfoldj I was born on 12 January 190* in 

Omening on. 

Q Now in a fow sentences, please tell the Court about your life 
and about vour profession. 

A I am the son of tho >hya«cian, Dr. 71sfeld, in Oruonlngon, 
and aftor going to rau ar school in rnioni.if.on' I wont to Kalbor- 
stadt to attend high school there. T gradnatod there and from 1922 
until 1928 I studied chemistry at the University of Jena. Then I was 
an assistant at the Chemical Institute of the University for six 
months, and Easter 1929 I Joined Farben in the Horchat Plant. There 
I first worked in the scientific laboratory, in the cellulose field, 
ester and esther plAstics. Then J was assistant in a dye plant for 
a short while. Then froa 1936 until 1938 I Joined the central adnIn¬ 
is t rat ion in Frankfurt in the TEA office, and in the middle of 1938 
I went to the Ludwigshafon-Farbon Plant. There I became a chonist 
in the LK Department and had to manage a plastics plant until the 
outbreak of the war. I was drafted and aftor four weeks I was de- 
ferred by Farben fran ars<y service, and then I started to work with 
Dr. Aabros where ay assign lent was to plan the third buna plant. 

The third buna plant was to be constructed in Rattwitz. The preliminary 
work was begun, but in June 19U0 it was discontinued again. I went 
back to the LK Department and I again was ordered to plan a third buna 
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plant in the fall of 1 9lC after I had carried out the planning work 
for the buna plant in Ludwigshafen. A* the end of January, I re¬ 
ceived tre assigment to concern nyself with the fourth buna plant, 
and from that tiae on, 1 continued the planning and organizational 
work of the chemical phase of the buna plant at Auschrritz. In April 
19U1, I was appointed plenipotentiaiy (Handolabevollnachtigter) and 
then Prolcurist in 19ti2 for Farbon, and in April 19Ui I was appointed 
a director of I. 0. Farben. After th.e buna plant startod operating, 

1 functioned as the director of the buna plant at Auschwitz until 
the plant had to be evacuated in January After returning to 

bidrigshafon, I took care of rinding up the Auschwitz affairs and 
in I torch and April I received a new order to build a subterranean 
buna plant, and for this reason I uas sent to Upper Bavaria. There 
I was when the collapse occurred, and Farbon dismissed mo, and 7 
have been working in agriculture sinea. 

Q. .taw, Dr. Zlafeld, yoi tovo describod your life arih your 
varies positions. In ycur affflavit thoro is nothing about your 
political past. Thereforo I uar% to ask you uiiether you woro a 
member of the Nazi Party and whether ycu belonged to any formation 
of tho Nazi Party. 

A I belonged to the ltazi Ftorty. 

Q Since when? 

A Since lay 1933, and I was in t;» General SS also from !toy 
1933 »mtil the end of 1930. ttwi when I moved to Ludwigshafen, I 
Just dropped my activity in the SS, paid no noro membership duos, 
did no more service, and no longer roro uy uniform, not oven on 
special occasions. I held the rank of an SS-CbarscharfUehror. 

Q You, of course, exercised your activity in the SS apart 
frcra your professional activity? 

A ^es, of course. 

£ You said that you held the rank of an Oberscharfuehrer, 

Does this approximately correspond to a corporal in the American arr.\y? 
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A I don’t know the ranks in the American Amgr exactly tout I 
think that this probably corresponds to this rank. 

Q Now I want to asl: yoi what reasons caused yexi to Join 
the SS in 1933 after the Nazis took ovor and why you didn't join 
a different fomation, for exaaple, the SA or the ”SK!I, or some 
other unit? 

A Until 1933 I was not politically active and I felt un- 
inclinod to join the Nazi Party after I did not vote for Hitler. I 
was persuaded by a good friend of nine not to refuse to cooperate 
and to work along in tho building up of tho Goman people. I finally 
declarod myself ready to do so but with grave misgivings. I didn’t 
go to the S\ becauso of tho discipline thoro, and the whole thing 
wasn’t the way it was in tho SS, whoro thoro was an orderly and 
disciplined impression, and yew fewnd wore of the intelligentsia 
thoro. 

Q How I want to ask you about the affidavit which you signod 
on tho 5th of November 19U7 and I wont to ask yew whethor you have 
anything to add or correct in this affidavit. 

If I road the affidavit rnd I havo nothing to corroct. 

Q Then I want to ask you a fan ackiitional quostions. You 
say under Paragraph 2i that tho camp adainistration protostod against 
tho undignified treatment of tho inaatos at the beginning. Do you 
know arything about that? I made a mistake. I meant of course tho 
plant manrgaaont. New I want to ask you, do yew know anything 
about that? Do you know that tho plant nanagoraent very early had 
issuod a ge viral prohibition against mistreating anyone on tho 
construction site physically, no aatter whether these were froo Gor¬ 
man workers or foreign workers or imatos? 

A It was generally not custcnary in Farbcn that T.orkors wore 

beaten, and for this reason it was of a mattor of courso for Farbcn 

and Auschwitz that workers not bo boaton physically. As I was told 

by tho engineer Faust, beatings of iicatcs crc supposed to luvo 
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happened frcxjiontly in tho beginning. I can exactly rcnoiSbor that 
the construction nennceoent, that is Faust and Diorrfold, from tho 
very beginning energetically opposed bodily punishment on tho con¬ 
struction site and that they also had forbidden German workers 
and Go ran n supervisory porsomol to boat cnyono. Furthermore, in 
ny opinion thero was an order of tho SS forbidding anyone to beat 
imatos, cni if I resewber correctly thero was onothor caso in 19 U, 
whero an I. G. foreman boat on imato and this bacamo tho subject 
of a very detailed conforonco botwoon tho SS and tho plant manogo- 
oont. 

Q Dr. Sis fold, tk> you know tlct tho plant managomont 
taodo of forts to employ tho imatos according to their previous pro- 
fosriune? 

A *03, I know this from reports of Or. Duorrfold that ho 
constantly nado efforts to use labor frees among tho inmatos ac¬ 
cording to thoir own training. 

Q Did yoi over hoar tint tho plant isonagonont pursuod a policy 
that tho outjxit of tho inrmtos was to bo incroosod by throats, by 
driving th» to work, or by forco? 

A No. I nover hoard about such a policy on tho part of 
tho plant gamgaaontj on tho othar hand, I hoari about tho offorts 
of ’V. «*iorrfold who triod to increase tho willingnoss and tho 
outjwt of tho imates by proniuas and by additional rations. I 
don't knew any details about the premium systai because that did 
not belong to ny job. 

Q Did '/M rteko any observations about the i orking tumpo 
of tho iimtos? Pleas- tell tlx: Tribunal about what you yoursulf 
obsorvod in this rosooct wi.cn you urlkod through tho plant. 

K Tho work output was considered by tho plant imnaTcmont 
to bo 30 to 70 per cent of that of a normal worker. The inclina¬ 
tion to hiro imates was not very strong on oithor side. Svoiyono 

• 

tried to get free workers as aich as possible. I never found 


iy& 


1* ! r ay 13-*-'B-17-5-G~-ylord (Inti Loa) 

Court Mo. 7t, Caso No. VI - Cccnission 

anything cbout a particularly strict working tcnpo which autlwritios 
of tho plant triad to apply to the innates. Tho working tempo of 

0 m 

r A * 

tho inmates was a noraal ono. 
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Q Ebon you say tho working tcnpo was a noraal one, do you 
acan that it was normal according to thoir physical capabilities? 

A Within the 30 to ?0 per oont which X Just mentioned. 

Q Xm tostified boforo when you got to Auschwitz. Did y« 
also participate in conferences which tho Main Department chiofs or 
other men of tho plant nanaganent conducted at irregular or regular 

f 

intervals? 

A I have said in ay biography that fr:n 19kl I had to concern 
rtvsolf with tho planning work in -uisc’iritx. About wy w.’rk at ausohwlt* 

I havon't said anything yot. I finally settled in Auschwitz with my 
family in 19*3. That was on tho 31 -if Docombor. During tho first yonro, 
I was in Auschwitz ov.ry two r throe months, later ovory month, to 
lnspoct tho construction site, and free tho niddlo of 1933 on I was in 
Auschfit* at noro froquont intorvals. 

Q Not/ ploaso answor tho quo3tion 1 as’.od you about tho ron- 

foroncos. 

A I porticipotod in tho so-callod constriction conforcncos and 
after I finally sottlod in Ausclsrits, J also took part in tho conforoncos 
with tho main dopartrxmt chiofs as long as X was not on official trips 
or in Berlin. 

^ tow I don't want to ask you about tkoso construction con¬ 
ferences boenuso tho Minutes of these constriction conforoncos aro 
available; on tho other hand, 7«d ll'x to know fr«n ycu how those twin 
depart. >ent chief conferences developed, especially in rospoct to tho 
employment of tho irtwtos. Did you gain tho impression in the so con¬ 
foroncos that tho plant irnngccnt considered tho employejni of tho 
imates as saaothing advantageious, or did you gain tho inpros-ion 
that they wro cry thing ait Jiappy about tho employment of inaatos? 

A The employment of iirwtos was always a source of worry 
for tho pint nanagcaont, no oat tor n bother thaso wore imntcs who aro 
ir c pc lit antiary or in a concentration crap for these aro always 
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workers who are under fox*cei In tho beginning, this was ospocially 
strong because the S3 guards uox*o standing around the snail site 
and thoroforo the plant nanagoaont always tried to increaso the 
physical liberty of tho imatos, at least on tho construction site; 
first of all, by foncing in cortain construction districts and 
finally—and I can't give you tho oxact da to, I estinato it 'ms in 
the raiddlo >f 19U2 or in the boglrrftng of 1943—by a sonorous work 
fonca ’sc that tho i ran to on tho construction si to ctxild uovo ammd 
frooly, rnd at loast during his working tiuo ho did not havo tho 
inprossion that ho was under the direct supervision of tho SS. I 
an of tho opinion that througr thoso uoasuros tho willingnoss and 
roadinoss to work of tho iiaotos woro considerably incroasod. 

Q Didn't tho plant nanagouont havo tho possibility to ro- 
fuso tho onploynont of iixatos altogether, or do ycu know whothor 

tho wploynont of imatos !ind bo-n ordered by tho highest Reich 

•• _ 

agonclos and that this -irdcr ucs binding an tho plant oonego lent? 

A As early cs "arch 1941 t'x> mploynont of innatos had boon 
ordorod bf o directive which, os I gather fron t'» distribution 
list in tho docuuont, was proposod by tiro Roichsiiarshal and cai:o 
fron Hirulor. I was of tho opinion tint tho ardor was directly 
issuod by Hiinlcr and that tho concentration coup Auschwitz was 
to fbrnish imatos in tiro construction of tho plant at Auschwitz. 

The labor offico Biolitz did not find it possible to furnish suf¬ 
ficient free workers so that the plant was forcod to accept tho 
onploynont of imatos. At no tiao did tho construction .xanagaicnt 
of Auschwitz find itsolf in any lessor urgoncy, and labir was always 
a very urgent quostion so that a refusal of tho enploynont of in- 
natos on tho part of tho Farben directors would have boon oonsidorod 
as sabetago or refusal to jboy an order. 

Q Then I havo ft few questions concernin'; another natter. Did 
you over hoar that in Coup IV in which tlv* imatos wore housed, a 
selection of imatos toak place according to thoir ability to work? 
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A I nontionod boforo that the cciployaont of inoatos proceeded 
according to choir output and according to thoir professional quali¬ 
fication and training. I did not hoar that thoro woro any otlior 
spocial selections, 

Q In other words, ycu specifically did not hoar about so- . 
callod "soloctions," and you knew oxaotly what tho prosocution noons 
by thou? ' . 

A Through tho nowspapor reports about concentration caups, 

I heard what soloctions joaat, and 1 can only testify hare that I 
novor hoard anything about soloctions within Canp IV. 

Q Hon tho prosocution drills tiiat tho oxterrdnation noasuros 
in tho Dirfconau Canp of tho SS woro gonorally known in tho vicinity 
of Auschwitz, and I want to ask ycu, did you, during your prosonco 
in Auschwitz, ovor hoar that hinan beings woro boing systotintically 
oxtominatod in Ausetoritz or in Birkonmi? 

A Such a thing was novor roportod to no, and 1 noithor hoard 
Duorrfold nor Anbros nor any of thoir subordinates talking about it, 
and I did n>t hoar that anything was said about it. 

Q 1 havo no furthor quostions. 

TIE RESIDENT: no shell bo in rocoss for about 15 to 20 
nimtes. 

(A rocoss was taken.) 
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CHCSS D^MIHATICS 

BY KB. MXNSKGCTt 

Q, Hr, Vitnoss, I as not quito cor tain that t understood your 
toetiaony with respect to tho reason why yoU Joined the SS. Xa it ycur 
tostinony that you only joined tho SS in 1933 becauao you wantod to chow 
your coloration in building up C-oek^j 

A. I enid hoforo that I had not boon activo in Party politic# until 

then, and that I waa not inclino* to this after tho battlo of tho oloctionq 

I 

waa ovor and I had fought National Socially. Through ay friond with 
whom I studied I was porouaded to assist then. 

Q. How, Kr. Witness, in your affidavit, you spoak of tho inportanco 
of oo curing tho labor no cc so ary to build I.G. Auaciwitt. You havo also 
oophasizod this nomlng, this aftornoon that is, hew inportant tho labor 
problcn was. How, can you toil =c Just whon you found out for tho first 
timo that tho labor offioo in Biolit- could not furnish tho nunbor of 
froo workors roquirod? 

A, If I roaonbor corroctly, Mr. Mnlucko, during tho big nooting of 
tho foundation in Kattowitz, had already objoctod to tho faot that tho 
roquirod Go man workors could not bo furnlshodf 

Q. a> you rocall whothor that sooting was tho nooting of 7 April 

1941? 

A. I cannot roocabor tho oxnct dato. 

Is that tho opproxiaatc dato? 

A, It nust havo boon in tho spring of 1941. 

Q, How, Hr. Witness, boforo that tioo ycu, who woro thon in Ausch¬ 
witz, had no roason to bolioro that thoro was a shortago of labor for tho 
building of 1.0. Auschwitz, is that right? 

A. I cannot answer yes or no to that question, Tho labor situation 
in C-omony was already so stralaod at that tlno that thoro woro insufficient 
workors fer sono construction sitos. In Sllosio, thoro woro still scoo 
workors available who worn transferred to tbo ^oich propor so that tho boot 
possibility of finding workers was in Silosia. 
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Q, How, Kr. rf itnoss, in tho Tory oorly days vhon inspection trips 
woro toeing nado to daternino whoth or Auschi/itz was a suitatolo sito, 
and reports of those trips wont to you as ono of the responsible en¬ 
gineers of I.G. Tartoen, tho question of tho nocossary labor was dis¬ 
cussed, was it not: 

• V 

A. lirst of all. Bay I cerroet that. I ac not an enginoor at 
all, tout a chooist, and I had n^thii* to do with tho actual construction, 
tout I was in chargo of tho chonleal plannlr^ for tho Auschwitz plant. 

In tho circlos ef tho construction sooting, tho problem of tho assignaont 
of wcriccro was discussod froo tho Tory beginning, and the nocoasity to 
got suitable vorkors war oophaeisod froa tho tooginnlng. 
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Q. Now, ier. Witness, you yourself attended the 
inspection trip made in the beginning of February, isn't 
that true? From the first to the 4th of February? 

A. 2*. 

Q. 1 J\C during that inspection trip the terrain 
was studied and all the problems necessary to building 
the plant, isn't that true? . * 

. ‘ A. Y es. 

Q. Now can you tell the Tribunal what source of 
labor you contemplated using at that time for the build¬ 
ing of I. G. Auschwitz? 

i.m The workers were to be put at our disposal 
by the labor office, from the I. G. plants; that is from 
the entire I. G. Fcrbort. Dr. Ambrose had stressed that 

wo needed a gre at deal of support, because there were 

• • 

hardly any people from Germany proper qualified in that 
sp horo. 

Q. Ur. Witness, I an not speaking not: fcout the 
actual chemical production which night tako place sevoral 
y ears later. I am speaking of the actual construction 
of tho I. G. Farben factory at Auschwitz. What provision 
for labor was thought possible or was counted on by you 
and your colleagues for the actual building of I. G. 
Auschwitz? 

A. They wanted to resort to the workers resid¬ 
ing in that district and those from Silesia. Dr. Ambroso 
took the opportunity to talk to the Regierungspraesident, 
Springoru m. He was informed there that Auschwitz be¬ 
longed to the evacuation zone no. 1, and that the Jews 
and ^oles were to be evicted from there. He protested 
against that immediately, because otherwise a great 
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vacuum would occur* I think he was successful, in that 
Regierungspraesident Springorun did his best and the 
Poles at leas t wero not evacuated! 

Q. Well, as a matter of fact, the small group 
that lived near Auschwitz, if you included all the Poles 
and Jews, could not possibly have been adequate for 

• 

your purpose, could they? 

A. I hardly think that the requirement for workers 
could have been satisfied from the people residing in 
that district alone. Other workers would have had to 
have bee n transferred to us. Especially sinco \/e had 
so little time, requosts wore made by a government 
agency that wo had to sco to it that sufficient workers 
would bo available. 

Q. In view of the fact that the total number 
would not have been adequate, you must have known that 
when all the Jcus x/ould bo thrown out and tho Polos would 
bo evacuated, that there would be practically no ono 
left in that entire area to build your plant, unloss you 
contomplated using concentration camp inmates? 

A. That the Polos were to be evacuated, I have 
already omphasized boforo, was not the intention of I. G . 
It x/as not the intention of I. G. to have tho Poles 
evacuated, and that i3 why Ur. /uabroso objected to it 
very strongly, and he was successful so that the Poles 
remained in that district. In no place in Germany v/as 
there a possibility to construct such a large plant with 
the local population, but before this Tribunal, and under 
oath I can testify that when the construction site v/as 
inspected, and when a report was made orally before 
Committee K, the use of concentration camp inmates v/as not 
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nontioncd, and no one ever thought of it because that 
would have been something positive. I had been givon 
the task by Dr. Ambrose to emphasize anything positive 
for Auschnitz. It tnis had been a positive fact for 
us, then I would have had this entered in the record, 
because you can imagine that the other plants of Farbe n 
also criticized the planning which was in the hands of 
Ambrose. Decisive for the fixing of the site was only 
the economic point of view: The existence of the nec¬ 
essary water; this was the main thing we needed for the 
chomical industry, and that calcium, coal, and coke was 
available; Benzol, and methanol was also available thoro. 

Q. Ur. V/itncss, you have gone vory far afield in 
nuking a spooch about why they choso Auschwitz, which wo 
havo hoard sovcral times before. 

THE INTERPRETER: Thoro is a technical hitch, if 
you nill pleaso interrupt for a minute. 

A. I didn't understand the question bocauso tho 
microphono didn't work, I boliovo. 

Q. ifr. Witness, it will bo helpful, and will 

shorten the proceedings, if you will at least .try to merely 

answer tho questions, but without trying to give an entire 

defense in answer to each question. Kow, the question 

I put to you was that if the Jews, which were the majority 

of the population, were to be moved out, even if the few 

Poles were left to work there, that would obviously be 

insufficient to build I. G. Auschwitz, nd I asked what 

• 

lid you contemplated at that time to be done to get labor 
to do the actual construction work of I. G. Auschwitz? 

9 

A.. If I am to answer that briefly, I can only say 
that that was not within ny sphere of work, and that Dr. 
Ambrose and Dr. Duerrfeld dealt with those matters. 
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Q, Thank you, that is an answer. How, Xir. Witness, 
you knew that on January 30th an inspection trip w..s cede 
by Santo and Faust, which was reportod to the defendant 
Azatrose, which is in evidence here as Exhibit 1412 for 
the Prosecution. The reports specifically stated that 
a territory of ten kilometers is reserved for the con¬ 
centration camp sett ieoent, and that the existing con¬ 
centration camp of 7,000 inmates is to bo enlarged, and 
that it will bo possiblo after a conference with the 
Reichsfuchrer-SS Himmler to use the concentration camp 
inmates. Now, Ur. Witness, did you also at that time soo 
that report? 

A. liny I have a lock at that document? I do not 
remember it. 

DP. 8UTOL: I ob <cct to that question end T 
think it should only bo admitted if the Prosecution 
gives the document to the witness and lets him read it, 

if they wish to rofe-r to it. ;.s far as I remember this 

• 

statemont is not contained in that document. , 

UR. milSKOF ?: Wo will bo happy to show the German 
copy of the document to the -.fitness, and repoat our 
question as to whether that refreshes his recollection — 
no, pardon me. As to whether ho even saw that docu¬ 
ment at the time he was considering Auschwitz as a site? 

• 

I ou will find it on page 3 of the original. 

A. May I comment on tht ? This discussion in Kat- 
towitz took place on the same day when I also paticipatcd 
in the inspection with Dr. «mbrose, Ur. Santo, Mr. Beh den- 
kopf. B efore the inspection I certainly did not see this 
document, and as to whether I saw it afterwards I can not 
say for certain, but I assume so. 
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Q. Y ou notice your name Is on tho distribution 
list, Ur. Witness? 

A. I did not deny that I did not read the docu- 
nents afterwards. It was Dade on 10 Februcy 1941. 

Q. I2r. Witness, let ne. return to the ace ting which 
you referred to, this K ace ting of tho 30 th of January 
1941. Wow, you s tated a few Doments ago that the question 
of the use of concentration caop inmates was never dis¬ 
cussed. Now, can you tell us, Ur. Witness, just rAiat 
the discussion concerning labor was at that meeting?... 
or whether they omitted it entirely? 
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cotanssioN 

A. It says in the record that tho procurcosnt of labor would cause 
difficulties, in particular because the settling of Gomans soouod 
difficult to us, because tho Reich Coxsissar for the Strengthening of 
Gemanisn,. as we ucro told at the tine, was tho decisive authority 
ab>ut this, but wo did not have clear instructions concerning this. I 

9 

would llKo to cephasizo that during the session of Camittce K, on 30 
January, tho cdstcnco of tho concentration canp was not nantionod. 

Q. You know about it at that tioo, did you not? 

A. That a concentration canp oxistod at Auschwitz? 

Q. That ia right, 

A. I realized tiiat during tho inspection trip, either in Borlin, or 
during tho trip free Iterlin to Breslau, trhon lir- Santo showed Ur. Aabroso 
and nso a lot tor free Dr. Faust. That is tho first tlno that I hoard that 
an SS concentration coap existed in Auschwitz. 

Q. Vrtion was that, ploaso? 

A. That nust have boon during tho night ft-oa tho 31at to tho first 
of February, ur iVou tlx© 30th to tho 31st. Prcsuuably in tho night fron 
the 31st to tho first. 

Q. Of Fobruary? 

A, If I rocollcct correctly, January. 

Q. lir. tfitnoss, did you receive n roport —? 

DR. SEIDL: I don't want to object, but I think there has boon o 
nistako in too translation. Tho witness said in Go many, in the night 
frxa the 31st of January to tho first of Fcbruaiy, and I would liko that 
to be tho saao in tho English record. And would tho Prosecutor please 
repeat that question to tho witness? 

UR. UESSKOPT: I think that answers tho question now. Tho furthor 
question I an now putting to hin: Is it not a fact that long before that 
date you received, a report concerning tho dncral oil investment of tho 
Auschwitz plant, uhcro they specifically nention the concentration carp 
in .wuschvrits. And you recall you received such a roport? 
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OOiCUSSION 

A. I saw this report in the documents, although I read that ono 

m 

notico that close to Auschwitz there was a concentration camp, or rather 
Tas to be orcctcd near Auschwitz, and still I do not reoenbor having 
krnwn this beforo igr trip. If I an testifying hero to the best of my 
knowledge and bo lief, I can only reply bo your quostion that ay subjective 
fooling is that I hoard about the concentration camp through the letter by 
Faust, and not through tlxo lettor by Rosenhnns. I can not ronenber either 
vrhothor the report was read by no boforo tho inspoction trip >r aftor tho 
inspection trip. I cai certainly not deny bavins road that roport, becauso 
my name is on tho distribution list, and tiicroforo I presume I have road 
it. At least, tlda notice did not impress .a so uuch that I rocoivod a 
lasting impression of the fact that a concentration camp oxiatod in 
Auschwitz. 

Q. J!ow, Hitnoos, you spoke of tho manpower problun that was 
gjing to bo sclvod by seeing tho Roichs Commissioner. What Reich 
Cconissionor were you going to sco to solve tho manpower problem? Was 
that Hi ruler? 

A. Tho Reich Ccaaissar oust have boon ltinulor. Wo oursolvos did not 
know; at least, I did not know. I think I nado a Mistake in tho record 
becauso I talkod of Ifcfostigung, rather than F 0 stigung. Both noan 
"strengthening". 

DR. SJIDL: I object to tho quostion because obviously tho witness 
did not testify that they went to tho Reich Ccrciissar far Strengthening 
of Gornanisn. If I understand his testimony clearly, ho was trying to 
say that he did not realize who this agency *.ms. 

MR. UEMSKOFF: Th~->ks for the testimony, dr. Soldi, but that is not 
what tho witness said. In the dDcuacnt which, if I understand it c \rrcctly, 
was written by the witness himself, the Reichs Ccaaissar is mentioned as 
a source for manpower. !Jow the question to you, lir. '.fitness, is that 
Reichs Ccomisaar the Reichs Marshal SS, Hinder? 

A. The Reich Cnmissar for the Strengthening of Germanism was Hinder, 


13*77 


COURT VI CSSS VI 

U May lx8-22-3~A-A2B-Bratsel (Juelich) 
COMMISSION 


At that tine we did not know what kind of institution that was. We only 
knew that for tiw resettlement of Germans the Reich Cocmissar for the 
Strengthening of Gernaais-a ras conpetent. 

Q. And you haven't —. 

A. It was therefore not as you thought that we went to the Roich 
Coeaissar in order to obtain labor, but, we were told that we would have 
to turn to tiio Reich Canalssar in order to obtain Germans who were to 
bo resettled for that district. I hope that I have expressed myself quite 
clearly now. 

Q. Yes, there is only one question in Off mind, and that is as a 
member of the SS since 1933, are you towtifyinjT »’-cw thit there was a 
gap in your mint! as to who the Reich CoadOMr.* was? As to whether it rms 
Ktraalor or not? 

A. At that tixio ns did not know who tho I^jich Cocnissar was. 

Q. Thank you. Ho Xurthor questions. 

R2DIRSCT EWXUTIOH 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q. Dr. ILsfcld, you testified that you Joined tho SS in 1933, tho 
G 0 noral SS. Do you know that tho Reich Ccetiscar for tho Strengthening 
of Germanism, and his agoncy, was only created at tho beginning of tho 
war? 1939, the boginning of tho war? 

A. When this agoncy of tho Reich Ccsaaissnr was established, I do 
not know, because I had savored ny relations i;ith tho SS in 1938. 

MR. MLSSK0F7: Bio Prosecution objocts to the testimony of Dr. Soldi; 
if he wishes to take tho stand, ho may. B»c witness doos not know whon 
it was famed. 

DR. SBIDL: I have no further questions of the witness. 

R2DIR31? SXAMHATICS; 

BY DR. QAIHZP.: 

Q- Dr. dsfeld, in the record of 30 January, 19^1, did you talk 

about the Roich Conuissar for the Consolidation of Germanism, and not 

then about the Roich Cccsaissar for the Strengthening of Germanism? 
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coisnssiou 

A. Trou -c r aonosy I can not answor that, because I only happenod to 
sc- that document accidentally this naming, and I sot that a correction 
had been uado in it, and new it is "Pef.sti&v.ig, 0 but I thought it 
should be "?c.sti^u:i.~ B , Goman. 

Q. Do you knot* uhotber already cn the 30th of January Dr. .‘J.t already 
doubted the fact, .dicf-cr th-o thins could oxist? She "coneolidst-on" of 
Ocraanisa? 

This is so Ions °*o that I can not answer it. 

TJ3 CO',ixio::Si }!o further question? V-i- -.fitness nay bo oxcusod. 

DR. STXi'T: Xowr Honor, we have a third ir..twss, and it is the uifejusa 
Adolf T«ub. 

TIC CPU 330X0.1-Jit How long \/ill it lni*i oo vMs witness? 

Drt. RSIUM X would only trio about five ninnies. 

T.E CtfriCSfliaiil: Hew long will the ^ooocution tako? 

iR. IffiSHKYs I think wu can fi-iish this afternoon. 

THU OCSSSSUXarS'.i Jail, ua can't go an. longer than thirty oiimtos 
ooro, before the isoUas runs out. You uay nrocood. 
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Court VI Case VI COBOSSION 

ADOLF TAUB, a witness, took the stand 2 nd testified r.s fallows: 

THE C0U2SSI0NER: The witness will raise his ri£it hand and 
roper, t after ne: 

I swear by C od, the Almigity and Qnnisdcnt, that I ulU speak 
tho pens truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

(Tho witness repeated the oath.) 

• • 

THE COUSSIONSa: You nay bo seated. 

DIRECT EXALIMaTION 

BY DR. SEIDL: 

Q Lr. Taub, nay I ask you to state your full naa. for tho record? 

A Taub, Adolf. 

Q When wore you bom, witness? 

A 1 Sopteaber 1923. 

Q HI tooas, on II August 194? you signed an affidavit before tho 
mayor, is that ccrroct? 

A Yes. 

$ Did you voluntarily sign this affidavit? 

A I signed tho affidavit voluntarily^ 

3 This affidavit was placed in Volume 4 of Duorrfold. It i3 on 
Pr.go 20 of that documont book. Tho number of tho document is 692 end 
tho affidavit was subaitted as Exhibit 422. Witness, 1 would nor; lilco 
to ask you Mother you wish to add anything to that affidavit. I 
discussed tho affidavit with you a few accents ago and 1 noticod thnt on 
Pa^o 1 of your affidavit — do you have it in front of you? 

A Yes. 

Q You waited to moke a change in tho last paragraph. It scys 
thcro: "Perbon did not influence tho caap nancgcaent and tho Ferben 
people had no ri£)t to enter the caap as they wanted to.” Do you wish 
to add anything to tho expression "influence"? 

A Yes, according to ay personal opinion, since Farben could ask 
tho SS to do anything, they could get cny people on any re Uriel they 
wanted, Cortainly they could have exercised sane influcrco about tho 
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treatment of the inmates* 

Q Do you believe that th: Farben management was able to give any 
instructions to the SS about the nanngeaort. of the caap itself? 

A ;a.th regard to the caap management itself, I cannot say that, 
but thoy had connections with higher authoxitios ard they could have dons 
it through theta. 

0 **tncss, aay * remind you that it is necessary to speak slowly 
and, in particular, to watch the two lights in front of you? You said, 
on Pago 2 of your affidavit, that in tho ftina Caap no torturo places 
existed. Is it not correct that in Camp No. 4 there was r. torturo 
instrument which tho SS used to punish iivatoa? 

A Yoa, that is correct. T hero was a torture ins t mu on t celled 
a "Book" in Conaan and also there was a standing bunker and, apart frem 
that, there was e political department. At this political department 
pcoplo were forced to give answers. 

Q ‘loB this "Book", this torture instrument, all tho tine in tho 
plcco nhoro the roll-calls woro hold or was it only broutfit out when 
somebody wa.s punished? 

A It was only broight out 4>on somebody was to bo punishod, mostly 
during tho roll-cell. 

Q On Peg 3 of your affidavit you state: "The supply in tho Buna 
Caap was better inesfar as quality was concerned than in tho other camps 
I know." Did you bo® "uschwitt and Biriconau by this? 

A 1 aecnt only A usefrritz and B irkonau. 

G Ploase look at Page 5 of tho affidavit. 1 want to ask you 
whether you wish to add anything in the second paragraph. 

A It night not bo quite correct that every day several hurdrod 
innates died at the place where they worked, but daily quito a number of 
deaths occurred and pcoplo were shot rticn they tried to escape. I think 
this is owing to this work, insufficient food, tut the food was as it 
could only have been in those days and those undomourishod pcoplo had 
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to work terribly herd. 

3 You said bofore, witness, that shootings occurred. Did ;ou nocn 
shootings in C^p 4 ? 

A Hot in the Cpop, but Wien lurching out of the cup, 

Q By the SS? 

A Yos, in tbs street. • 

DR. SE3DL: I have no further questions. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY LR. UNSKDFFl n 

Q Hera, Mr. “fitness, you just mentioned on direct examinetion that 
tho food at I.G. Auschwitz '-ns better thrui Aucchidt-.-Birkonau. You 
stated that you ucant only Aunchwitc-Biriccnau. Now, do you morn that 
thcro woro other concentration carps which had better food than 1 . 0 . 

Auschwitz? 

A Yes. In the Concentration C^ap Sac hsonheuson the ontiro 
supplies end food end sanitary conditions wero much bettor. 

3 Kov, i->. ‘itness, in your affidavit you ntato that your mother 
end sister -..ore gesaod at Ausctndtz-B irkoneu. Cen you toll i.:e tho 
ci rcuost.-ncos of how that occurred? 

A The jessing itsolf? 

0 

Q 'all, yai say thr.t thoy were gassed and I was wondorung how you 
knew thoy wero gassed ani whet tho circuastancos wore. 

A Before wo wero transported from Sachsnnhauson to Auschwitz v/o 
already know about gassings because they had also occurred in Sachsonheuson. 
Daily cany ftissira PO’Js were gassed thcro. Those irenctcs who wero not 
pojxilar were threatened and were sent to Auschwitz end that noent as much 
as certain death because we knew that gas chambers existed there. 

Q How, one second. Ur. «itress, arc ycu sneaking about l.G. 

Auschwitz, Bun a-Au3 eh wit z whore thoy were threatened? 

A T hose threats occurred in Buna-Auschwitz. Certain camp seniors 
and preednent pcoplo existed who perhaps did not like sene inmates 
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personally or o perhaps knew too euch about the illegal business and 

so they said, "To will finish you. i.'e till send you to tho transport," 

and they had the power to insist on that. 

DU. S3DL: I as not qiite sure if the translation showed quite 

cloerly that the witness is now talking of Canp Wo. U of thich the 5S 

was in charge. That is the Casp Uonowitz. 

HR. iXSIDFF: T he tdtness said B una, but I will clarify it if 
• * 

you wish. Dr. Soldi. 

BY UR. UiSKOFF: 

Q '.ihon you wore at I.C. Fariwn Auschwitz in the I.G. construction 
site itself, did you ever hear threats there that persons would bo sent 
to tho gr.s chasher? 

A I cannot say thrtbocause 1 was mostly in canci/ndos i*iorc I 

worked indopcndontly rnd I had nothing to do -.4th thoso people. 

0 0 

Q 'oil, bofore you wont'to Auschwitt-Birkartou, when you wore still 

• • 

a.t I.G. Fr.rbcn Auschnit*, did you then knon that porsons were being 

gassed in Ausc.V./its-Birkaiau? 

# • 

A Yes, I cortainly knew that. 

Q C c n you state, Lr. witness, was that general knowledge nt 1.0. 
Fcrbon-Auschwitx that person a were being gassed at Auschwitz-Birkcnau? 

DR. S3DL: 1 object — Just a eaaent — I object to that question. 
Tho witness just testified that ho was in a cooc.-ndo *d»cro he net vary 
few others. Thorofore, in that question it can only concern the fact 
whether this was known in C.-cp Ko. 4. Ho has already said that in the 
I.G. errap he knows nothing akout it. 

UR. 12HSK0FF: Lr. Coccissioncr, these interruptions ere not 
particularly helpful except to advise the witness as to what ho ouj^it to 
say. Tho persons vho worked for I.G. Auschwitz who were concentration 

0 

camp inmatos, all of thee lived in konovits which i«. the same place this 
witness lived. 

BY UR. iOlSBOFF: 




Q How, the question I ea putting to the witness is: Among tho 
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inmates who lived at Uono witz *o of course worked for I.G. Auschwitz, 
was it ttxaaon knowledge that persons were being gassed at Auschwitz— 
Birkenau? 

A In the Buna Gasp and the Horowitz Canp it was known among tho 
inmates because they were mostly older inmates from B uchenwcld and 
Sachaenhauson who had heard about these things previously and had scon 
then. 

Q lir. Stress, was it ever talked about on the construction alto 

that persons who didn't work hard o no ugh migit get sent to bo gassed in 

•* 

Auschwitz Birkomu? 

A I cannot judge that. I personally did not hear that because 
I worked away from tho cocreando and I was only together with one or Ho 
civilians. 

Q Won, l*r. fitness, you stated thpt the SS vms responsible in tho 
Horowitz Camp. Now, who was responsible for tho innetos during tho tireo 
they wore working outside of Horowitz? 

A During tho time wo worked 1,0. F-rben res responsible for the 
inmates. 

Q And drring the tiao that >t>u narked *Ld you ever sco inmates 
beaten on tho construction site? 

A Yes, that occurred. I wes in Cenraendi N 0 . U for a tireo, fbr 
about four days, by dicnco be ecu so people wero taken from another ceouaando 
end r. groat number of freight cars hed to bo unloaded on a Sunday, and 
there many inmates were treated so badly that no had to carry there homo 

in tho evening. 

• • 

3 How, Lr. T&tnass, did you ever see persons collapse during tho 
working hours? 

A Yes. That occurred c few tines while 1 was in tho commando and 
in the commando which was called Judenfranz tho C-po was always drunk 
end he treated tho people so badly and made thee work oo hard in order to 
get saae alcohol free his superior that in tho evening we had to carry 
haao people who were half dead, 
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Q Tho *cs his sjpciior. Hr. T&tress? 

A Of that coaaando? I do not know. I tf.nly Jcnow whcro the 
ccccando forked, 

Q Ucs there a civilian who gave hie the alcohol? Do you know 

that? 

A Tcs. The C-pr., a U got food’orel drirfks and so forth free 

• • 

civilians. They organized it. 

Q How, l*r. Tfctness, did it ever happen that coreentration emp 
im«tes wore punished because they wore reporto d by the I. c . Farben to 
the S5? . 

A I personally, in Juno or July of 19631, "as rcaovod froa the olaco 
whore I hod noricod together with two civilicrs end I tics returned to ny 
cccuiundo. Sinco this ras in a chain of places "here ono could move about 
freely I loft my eoMCido dixIng tho noon in. j*val In or dor to roturn to 
the civilian tdth when 1 ties on very sood tciia uS. *.«ho soraotirxs gavo no 
socothing to cat. 
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■tftor I hed "bean with hlafor a few minutes in his drossng rooa, 
wo heard stops on the corridor, the door wea oponsd, and Hauptschnr- 
fuohror Hackers with a squadron leader and the superior of tho civilians 
^poarod. Kauptscterfuohror Hackers took ao into e roon whero tho boat¬ 
ing apparatus was, and thcro he oxaained ae froa top to botton. for 
letters or things which I night possibly havo boon given, and ho only 
found.a sandwich on ao. After *h-t ho beat no so heavily that ay glasses 
broke, and it was very difficult for D e to got a now pair. Apart from 
thnt, he took ne along with hla imodlately to his barracks whoro ho 
stayed during the day and thon ho had ay Capo callod and talked to hin 
as to why I had loft tho coaaando vitheu--. his nrtiring it. s inco ho 
had dono o^no transaction with this Cipo as well, ho did not do anything 
to tho Capo, ad tho Capo advi.od ae that I should ask t*o Hauptochor- 
fuohror that ho should give ao 25 lashes and should not report do in- 
stood. I did this. Ho then garo a stick to tho Capo and said ho wao to 
givo no 25 strokes. Smeo tho first 10 strokos woro rnthor wonk, ho 
gavo tho stick to another follow sufforor away froa tho C«po so that ho 
would continuo with tho boating,. Sinco tho other nan did not boat mo 
hard onough oithor, ho had to step oftor fivo boatings and Hauptnehnr- 
fuohror Hnckors personally gnv 0 ao 25 boatings with tho stick. 

Q. Now, Mr, v itnoos, you aontioned In your affi nvit that tho 1.0. 
nanageaent was against boating the inaatos. Now how can you oxplnin 
that in vlow of tho fact that it was they vh~ reportod you? 

A. Beating of inaatos was officially prohibited accordiifc to a 
ruling in tho conp so that tho imates could work bottor, so that thoy 
would do work for tho Gera an oconoay, and sinco in tho armament industry 
thoy woro short of skilled workers. 

^4, Now, Hr, itnoss, you roceivod buna sojp whilo you worked at 
I.C-. Auschwitz? 

<4. Tos, every lunch wo received buna soup oxcopt during tho first 
three tenths while I was there _ 
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0 . Mas that — pardon sc, go ahead. , 

| 

A. Since the buna kitchen was only being constructed and had not 
yot boon conpletod. 

Q, Was that a good nourishing sovq> or was that a very, vory 
watory soup? 

A, Tho soup varied, but it was aado only with watcrand vogotr-blcs. 
Sono days, for oxasplo, we got beets. They put in a lot of thoeo 
and not so much wator. On other days, we got different kinds of boots 
and the soup consistod nostly of wator. 

Q. H'V, Hr. Witness, you worked in Cablo Co-man do IV, isn't that 
right? 

A. Yob. This was n«t a cablo coroando, Connando IY was a ccncroto 
and iron unloading coanando. 

Q. Was that tho co-nnndo that was callod tho doath com and o? 

A. Tos. 

Q- Isn't it a fact, Hr. Witness, that tho imatos who workod 
in that connnndo w-uld hirro aoong then doad onos carriod in ovory day? 

A. X can cortainly say that do-rd pocplo «r half doad pooplo 
woro brought in ovory day, and th't thoso pooplo who triod to oocnpo 
woro shot at tho goto whoro tboy narchod out of tho coop. 

How could thoso persons who woro being carried out, o^uld they 
bo soon as thoy narchod back toward Monovitz? 

A. Thoso ill troctaonts could net bo scon, but tho sho- ting wan 
carried out <>n tho open straot. 

Q. How, Mr. Vitnoss, whilo y-'u wc-o at I.C-. Auschwitz, didn't 
you also do sono work as a translator? 

A. As a translate*? As a transport worker, do you nom7 

Q. Ho, as atr^oBlator. 

A. Ho, never. 

• ■ 

Q. Mr. Vitnoss, did you over speak — Go ahead. 


A. I forgot it. At tho Com ndo Ho. IX, tho oloctric commando, 
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since I speak Italian, end w-s arrested in Italy for a brief period, I 
worked togothor with Italians, since tho C-eman foronan wero not ablo 
to talk to then, 

Q. How, Mr. Witness, isn't It truo that when you had conversations 
vith I.G. Parbon coploycos that you of ton talkod about tho gnssings of 
hman boingo at AuscfcwitsJirieonau? 

A. All innates who had any connection with civilians dcacribod nil 
tho conditions in tho caaps, 

Q, Tho question I «c asking you is; does that inclulo tho gassing 
of innates at Auschwiti-3irkcnau? 

A. Yes, 100 por cent, 

Q. T hank you. Ho further questions. 

H2DIR2CT SXtCXHATXOV 

BY m. SSILL: 

Q. Witness, I wish to ask you, when did you cooo to M-nowitx 
to tho ciep thoro whero tho inentos woro h usod who workod in tho Parbon 
plant? 

A. In Octobor or tho boginning of Horcabor 1942. 

Q. H«w long woro you thoro? 

A. Ifctil Juno or July 1943, until I was put into a punitivo do- 
tacixjcnt. 

q. And aftorvords you rotumod to Hea-'wlts? 

A. Ho, aftor I had boon in a punitivo empany f~r two nonths, I 
went to Warsaw with a transport. 

Q* You said boforo that tho food in Sachsonhauson was bottor. Is 
it correct that you woro in Sachsonhauson boforo and- thatat that tino 
conditions woro bettor gonorally? 

A. In Sachsonhauson at tho beginning of '39 until '40, tho tino 
was very bad, and from '40 to '42 conditions boc«ao bottor ovary day boJ 
causo they alroady needed tho workers. 
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You also answered to the Prosecutor's quostion '.:hnt tho s\$or- 
vision over tho insatoj la th* Pirton plant was corriefiout hy Pirbon 
people tkcnsolvos. Isa t it correct that tho ianediato *uporvi.:iou vp.3 
corrlod out by Capos, that is "tnor hotter? 

A. The 1,6. forccan told the C% n tc sou to «t ti.a*J n certain -mount 

• 

of work was carriod-'ut, and it occurred when a Capo did ..ot o to do 
tho mount of work with his poeplo ho was supposed to Jo, thou he was 
told by tho comas;do leader about it, I prestao, because tho couiando 
loader was t-'-d about this. Xn that way tho C--po was fo.eul to n-ako tho 
people worts hard so that they thmse?ver vooii a:t h»v« t • s yfor. 

V* You testified before thxs 'urim .hi afc5.1a tvyidf to 
escape, while marching froo the aruy tao plant or the open ror.*., Can 
you toll no tho tlno when this oceurrod’. 

A. It was «arly, rfc-ut so*on o’clock, ob~ut ono hour bofrro wo 
otartod to work. 

Q* And how ~fton did you ooo that? 

A, Alnost orory day; s-nctinos I saw oovcral pooplc. 

Q, You also testified that tho lnnatos tcUcod to cirlli-no. lk> 
you know thatit was strictly prohibited th*t lnnatos should talk t- 
civilians or tho other way around? 

A. Y„s, wo did knew that it was strictly prohibited to talk to 
olvilians* 

Q. Ho furthor questions. 

MB. MIHSZQF7: Ho furthor question. 

TiC PHESIHSTt Iho Conaission will bo in rocoss until ton o'clock 
toaorrow, 

(Tho Conaission adjourned until 5 May 1948 at 1000 hours.) 
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